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SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 2, 1834. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Satorpar, February 15, 1834. 
On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
compensating the Society of Moravians, or United 
Brethren, for their missionary improvements and 


expenditures in the Cherokee country, within the 
State of Georgia. 


of War. But was this to be theemployment given || last. Mr. Secretary Cass, in his letter to Major 
to theirarmy? He thought such duties were in- || McIntosh, says that the seventh section of that bill 
| compatible with the duty that ought to beassigned || makes ample provision for taking from the State 

them, and nothing but the strongest case of neces- || tribunals, and carrying before those of the United 
| sity could justify their being so employed. The || States, all persons prosecuted for proceedings under 
House, then, as the grand inquest of the nation, || thatact. But if the law was fully examined, he 
were bound to inquire into the circumstances at- || contended that it would appear there was no such 
tending this act; and if a sufficient justification for || power to be found in it, nor was there any ap- 
it was not found, they should see that the outrage || pointment of a special agent authorized by it. 
upon their laws should be amply vindicated. The || That act gave only the right of issuing a habeas 
















ALABAMA CONTROVERSY. 


The following resolution, submitted on the 14th 
ult. by Mr. Gitmer, of Georgia, was taken up: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House all correspondence 
which he may have had, or information in his 

ion, in relation to the death of Hardeman 
Owens, acitizen of Alabama, who was lately put 
to death by a party of regular soldiers; whether 
said Owens was put to death in pursuance of orders 
from the War Department, or any officer of the 
United States; and that he also communicate to 
this House any correspondence which he may 
have had, or other information in his possession, 
in relation to any obstructions thrown in the way 
of the execution of the process of the courts of 
Alabama, issued for the purpose of bringing to 
trial those by whom said Owens was killed, and 
any correspondence in relation to the removal of 
said prosecutions to the District Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. G. said, that knowing many of the friends 
and relatives of the deceased, he was induced to 
bring this subject to the attention of the House, 
and he could testify that, as they were mostly all 
his neighbors and constituents, they were of re- 
spectable standing in society. ‘The father of Mr. 
Owens had commanded a company in the service 
against the Creeks, and died nearly in that place 
where his son was subsequently put to death. 
Owens himself had been, in 1830, chosen to survey 
the public lands, and he had means of knowing 
that whilst in that employment he had given full 
satisfaction. With this knowledge, then, of his 
and their general = conduct, he had seen, with 
surprise, those who had brought odium on them- 
selves, endeavoring to free themselves from it b 
making aspersions on the character of the deceased. 
He had seen him, during the last summer, at his 
residence, which was situate on the great road to 
New Orleans; many white settlers were around 
him. At that time, he understood from him that 
he had raised and possessed extensive crops, which 
had been cultivated for him by his Indian neigh- 
bors, peaceably, and with perfect good feeling; 
that he had purchased many valuable Indian re- 
serves from them whilst living there, for the time 
he had been amongst them, being about twelve 
months. He knew that, at this period, there was 
much excitement on the subject of Indian pur- 
chases, and Government were trying to collect the 
Indians together with a view to purchase their 
lands. Hesaw Owens on the most amicable terms 
with the Indians, and there was not any allega- 
tion then made by them against him that he was 
an intruder. But shortly after this, he was in- 
formed that he had been put to death, and he had 
received a letter from his bereaved widow, detail- 
ing the circumstances, and entreating him to obtain 
for her redress. To do this, he wrote to the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and soon afterwards 
received a communication from the Secretary of 
War, couched in such terms as precluded any hope 
of obtaining redress from that quarter. 

Mrs. Owens, he was so to state, was not 
only left with a numerous a young family, but 
she was afflicted with a chronic disease; all these 
circumstances made it difficult to conceive what 
situation could more justly claim their sympathy. 
It was in consequence of this feeling, that he de- 
sired inquiry to be made into the circumstances 
which attended the death of her husband. He 
“nderstood that it was occasioned by some sol- 
diers acting under orders given by the Secretary 
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| upon had been issued for the purpose of having 





fourth article of the Constitution expressly pro- | 
vided that it was the right of the people to be 
secure in their persons, houses, &c., against un- | 
reasonable searches and seizures; and that no 
warrant should issue but upon probable cause, 
supported by oath or affirmation, and particularly 
describing the place to be searched, and the person | 
or things to be seized; and such was the feeling of 
the framers of the Constitution, that but for this 
amendment it never would have been adopted. 
This would be proven on reference to the various 
conventions held in Massachusetts, New York, 
and other places. He desired, therefore, in pur- 
suance of this article, to know by what authority, 
by what warrant it was, that process had been 
issued and given to the soldiers of the United 
States, in consequence of which, one of the citi- 
zens of this country, entitled to the benefits of this 
article of the Constitution, had been deprived of 
his life? It was not his purpose to charge the | 
persons implicated in this transaction; his object | 
was to have the transaction itself investigated. 
The second clause in the resolution submitted by | 
him, was for the purpose of ascertaining whether, 
after the act was perpetrated, and process there- 


| 





justice done in the premises of the State courts of 
Alabama, any obstruction had been given to that 
process by the officers of the army, acting under 
the orders of the Secretary of War? He under- 
stood that this was the case. That the death 
having been caused by some soldiers of the regular 
army stationed at Fort Mitchell, proceedings had 
been instituted; writs of subpena ad testificandum 
had been issued, directed to those who were most 
cognizant of the circumstances, and that when the 
officer in command of the fort was requested to aid 
the civil authority, that aid was not given by him; 
but the parties implicated refused obed ience to it, 
did not give the required assistance, and finally, | 
that they were ——— to leave the country for 
the purpose of avoiding the process which had | 





been issued against them. The proofs of all these | 


facts, he believed, were in the possession of the | 
Secretary of War, and could be communicated by 
him tothe House. He required proof of this fact, 
because it was made the bounden duty of all | 


|| might be confined under the State laws. 





officers in the service, by the twenty-third article | 
of regulations, commonly called the articles of | 
war, to aid the civil authority, and if this was | 
refused or wilfully neglected, then, in such cases, | 
the officer so refusing was to be cashiered. The | 
House would from this see the importance there | 
was, if the facts as alleged were true, of having | 
that truth ascertained. The third clause in the | 
resolution went to require a copy of any corre- 

spondence ou the subject of removing the prose- | 
cutions commenced against the parties from the | 
State courts of Alabama, in which they had com- 

menced, to the circuit courts of the United States. 

He had reason to believe there was such a cor- 

respondence, as he held in his hand a printed copy 

of letters that passed on this subject from the 

Secretary of War to the Governor of Alabama, to 

Major Mclntosh, Mr. Key, and to Mr. Austin, | 
the deputy marshal of the southern district of that | 
State, aa from which it would appear that the 

United States Government had so far interfered 
with the State laws as to have endeavored to effect 
this removal of a cause which was then in progress, 
and pending before these courts, and that the right 
to do this was claimed by Government to have 
been conferred on it by the authority of what was 
called the Force Bill. If this was to be one of the 
first fruite of that bill he hoped it would be the 








corpus, to release from prison such persons as 
He re- 
ferred to a decision given by the supreme court 
in New York, where it was determined, in the case 
of a soldier, killed at Fort Niagara, that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States had not authority 
to act in similar cases, but that the power was 
possessed exclusively by the State courts. 

Heconcluded by saying that, although he did not 
intend to make any charge against the Secretary of 
War, for whom he acknowledged he had the high- 
est respect, in this matter, yet he was induced to 
submit the resolution, believing that the Govern- 
ment owed it to itself to have a matter investigated 
in which there were grave violations of their laws; 
the House were also bound to see that those laws 
were not wilfully violated. 

Mr. CLAY rose and said, before he would pro- 
ceed to submit a few brief remarks on this subject, 
he wished that a message sent by the Governor of 
Alabama to the General Assembly of that State, 
should be read by the Clerk, that the House might 
know how this matter stood, and was viewed by 
the Governor of that State. 

The message having been read accordingly — 

Mr. SEABORN JONES expressed his desire 
that the documents which were sent with the mes- 

e should be also read. 
Mr. CLAY said he had no objection to this 
being done. 

[The following letters were then read by the 
Clerk, viz: one from Secrétary Cass to Governor 
Gayle; an extract from same to F. S. Key, 8 
letters to Major J.S. Mcintosh and J. S. Austill, 
Esq.; all of which, with Governor Gayle’s mes- 
sage, have been heretofore published in our 


paper. } 

Mr. CLAY observed that, as it appeared from 
the documents that were just read, the matter in 
controversy had been adjusted to the perfect sat- 
isfaction of Governor Gayle; and as there was no 
practical purpose suggested, he could not see the 
propriety or the necessity, now, of instituting the 
proposed inquiry. He could, moreover, state that 
the Legislature of Alabama had exercised their 
opinion, and, in conformity to the recommenda- 
tion of the Governor, passed a law which would 
regulate hereafter the intercourse with the Indians, 
and prevent any collision with them or their lands 
by intruders, which law, he was happy to be able 
to say, was considered satisfactory by the Exec- 
utive of the United States. 

It would be recollected that in this case a pros- 
ecution had been commenéed against the omy 
marshal of the district, and others implicated wit 
him, for the death of Owens, in one of the circuit 
courts of Alabama, and although it was true, that 
in the first instance Major Mcintosh had declined 
paying obedience to the process issued by the 
court, yet when this circumstance was made known 
to the Secretary at War, he pemeny directed 
Major Mclntosh not only to submit himself to the 
process, but he was instructed to facilitate ae 
the means in his power any investigation which 
the civil authority should consider it necessary to 
make into the transaction, among those under his 
command. Heconsidered that, asthe whole matter 
was more properly a subject for judicial cogni- 
zance and investigation, the House was not the 
proper place to have it entertained. For it would 
be conceding, what he did not suppose the courts 
in Alabama ought, or would.do, a surrender of 
their right to have exclusive jurisdiction in the 
matter. The resolution was objectionable, also, 
in its phraseology; for it called on the Secretary at 
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War to say whether Owens had not been put to 
death by his orders, This language, to say the | 
person- | 


least of it, was not very respectful to that 
age. Under all the circumstances, viewing the 
transaction as one that had been adjusted, and as 
no ultimate practical benefit was suggested to arise 
from the proposed inquiry, he would abstain from 


farther discussing it, and for the present move | 


that the resolution be laid on the table. 
Mr. LEWIS hoped the gentleman from Ala- 


| 


bama would withdraw his motion to enable him | 


to submit «a few remarks. 


Mr. CLAY having withdrawn the motion, in | 


compliance with this request— 


r. LEWIS said, he witnessed with much sur- | 
resent opposition to the proposed in- | 


prise the i 
quiry. He would not discuss the merits involved 
in the present question, but as it was the usual 
course to adopt such resolutions, when presented 
to the House, he could not see any reason why 


that, course should be departed from, although, as | 


was alleged, the matter was satisfactorily adjusted. 
There was much importance attached by the gen- 
tlemman to the law that was passed, having given 
satiefaction to the Executive; but he could not 

wiesce in that importance, or as having any 
weight on the present question. The resolution 
submitted, applied solely to the facts connected 
with Owen's death. These facts it was only right 


the country should be ir full possession of. The | 


resolution called for information whether there 
had been any improper interference with the juris- 
diction claimed by, and, as he contended, right- 
fally belonging to, the State courts of Alabama, 
and it was proper that these fucts should be sub- 
stantiated. The gentleman (Mr. Cray] could not 
perceive any object as likely to grow out of the 


} 
| 


| 
| 
| 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


resolution; but he thought there might be various | 


objects anticipated from its adoption. Restitution | branch of the Treasury 
to Mra. Owens of property of which she was de- || motionof Mr. TIPTON, was ordered to be printed. 
spoiled might be oneobject. To feagore the juris- || BS] 1 
diction of the State tribunals, another; and many || morial of the Legislative Council of Arkansas, and || 
He owed it to his con- || also of the Legislative Council of Michigan, pray- 
stituents and to himeelf to state, that the investi- || ing the establishment of post routes; which were 
gation sought for was necessary and proper, and || referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
that the gentleman from Georgia had his thanks | — Roads. 


others might be named. 


for having proposed it. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY having obtained the floor, 
he gave way to 


Mr, GILMER, who disclaimed the intention of |! ment. 
using any language that could be deemed disre- || 


— to the Secretary of War; he had -not the 
slightest intention of casting any reflections upon 
him. He had meant to convey, that the deputy 
marshal was acting under the general orders of the 
Secretary, and he was willing to attend to any 
suggestion which the honorable member from Ala- 
bama might conceive to be necessary to free the 
Secretary from what he apprehended was an im- 
proper imputation. He had not charged him with 
the crime of killing Owens, but that the orders 
issued were of a character to justifytheact. He 
would, however, modify the resolution, by sub- 
stituting the words “‘ the proper execution,” for 
**in pursuance’’ of orders, &c., and add the words 
** or order,’’ after any correspondence. 

The resolution being modified accordingly — 

Mr. BEARDSLEY rose, but was prevented by 
the expiration of the hour for morning business, 
from renewing the motion to lay the resolution on 
the table. . 

Mr. JONES moved to suspend the rules of the 
Hoyse, in order to proceed in the discussion of 
the resolution. Lost. 

The House then proceeded to the order of the 


day. 
Fine foliowing bills were read a third time, and 


A bill for the relief of George Jones, assignee of | 


Matthew Ramsey, deceased; 
A bili for the relief of Frederick Raymer; 
A bill for the relief of Antoine Cruzat; 


Davidson; 

A bill for the relief of H. A. DeSaussure, execu- 
tor of Alexander Garden, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Philip Turner; 

A bill granting pensions to certain persons there- 
in named; 

A bill for the relief of the representative of John 
M. Gregory; 


| of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, complaining, as | 
Mr. B. said, of great embarrassment and pecuni- || 








|| * Congress u 
_* Although this invitation was given to all, ‘ with- || 
A bill for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Grant || 


A bill for the relief of William Weedon; 
A bill for the relief of James Tilford; 
A bill for the relief of Jeremiah Worsham; 


‘| A bill for the relief of the representatives of 


| John Thompson, jr.; 
| A bill for the relief of Samuel A. Edmondson; 
| A bill for the relief of John Emerson; 
| A bill for the relief of Marguerite Baron. 
Mr. WARD moved that the House do now 
| adjourn. 
Mr.STEW ART asked for the yeas and nays on 
| the motion, but the House refused to order them. 
On division, the motion was carried, 132 rising 
in the affirmative—negatives not counted. 
The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, February 17, 1834. 


| A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
| Secretary. 

| The 


_ury, relative to surveys of public lands, with a 
| report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
| Office; which, on motion of Mr. TIPTON, was 
_ ordered to be printed. 


/ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, on the 
| subject of revolutionary bounty land warrants; 
| which was read and referred, and ordered to be 
| printed. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- 
| ter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, transmitting the number and names of sur- 
veyors and deputy ‘surveyors employed in that 
epariment; which, on 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a me- 


r. BELL, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported a bill from the House of Representatives, 
for the relief of Aaron Bellamy, without amend- 


j 
| 


Mr. BELL, from the same committee, asked to 
Le discharged from the further consideration of the 
| petition of James Addis; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. BELL presented a memorial from the city 


_ ary distress in that city, and ascribing the same to 
the removal of the deposites from the Bank of the 
United States. The memorial, Mr. B. said, was 
numerously signed by meichants, ship-owners, 
traders, = laboring men, all men of integrity and 
respectability, and entitled to as much weight as 

| an equal number of men in any part of the coun- 

try. He moved that the memorial be read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and printed, 
with names atiached. 


a sight of the original memorial from Portsmouth; 
but a member of the House who had a copy of it 
had kindly shown that to him. Of the two hun- 
dred and fifty petitioners, so far as can be ascer- 
tained by gentlemen personally acquainted, there 
is not a solitary friend of the Administration upon 
it. 

In relation to this memorial, he would ask leave 
to read extracts from a letter he had recently re- 
ceived from that town: 

‘On Saturday I perceived by a notice stuck 
‘ up at the end of the brick market, that the Feder- 
*alists of this town were about to memorialize 
n the subject of the public deposites. 


* out distinction of party,’ yet | feel persuaded that 


| * you will not find the name of a single friend of || 


| ‘the Administration. If they have told you that 


ICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate || 
| a communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 


The VICE PRESIDENT communicated a let- || 





Mr. HILL said he had not had the privilege of || 





‘of a wise and judicious Administration, and of 
‘the bounties of a kind. Providence. The mer- 
‘chants here might do the same, if it were not for 
‘the corrupt and corrupting, and shameful man- 
‘agement of the banks—I say banks, because the 
* most of the local banks in this town sympathize 
‘strongly in politics with Mr. Biddle’s bank and 
‘ its branches. 

‘* I will venture to assert, and pledge my vern- 
‘city upon the assertion, that the branch bank in 
‘this place has in her vaults at least fifty thou- 
‘sand dollars in specie, and at least thirty thou- 
‘sand dollars in local bills. If the fact be so, it 
* would enable that bank alone to discount over a 
* hundred thousand dollars. How much has been 
‘ discounted at that bank I have not the means of 
| * knowing. 

** This bank also refuses to send home the bills 
‘of the Commercial Bank, although the cashier 
‘has been repeatedly requested to do so, and 
* receive the specie for them.”’ 

Mr. H. continued: Sir, the number of petition- 
ers attached to the Portsmouth memorial is less 
than one half the number of votes that have some- 
times been cast by the opposition pacity in that 
| town. 

For some time past, it will be seen that the dis- 
count of the Portsmouth branch has averaged 
about $400,000. On the first of January it was 
| $395,033—it was reduced in that month, when it 
| was necessary to prepare for a petition, to $362,378— 
| making a cootraction of more than a thousand dol- 
| lars in a day. 
| The Portsmouth petitioners probably owe the 
| bank at least three fourths of the whole debt. 
| There are but few debts due out of that town; and 
| of the bank’s debtors the names of some of these 
| few are on the petition. 
| Sir; very few persons at Portsmouth, or else- 
where, in New Hampshire, would think of moving 
in favor of the bank, except those who act in 
this matter from party motives; for the bank has 
been a blighting curse to the men of business of 
that place. 

There are, sir, on this petition several names of 
persons who failed in business four and five years 
| ago, and whose names are on bad paper at the 
branch bank, five, ten, twenty, and up to sixty 
thousand dollars each. 

There are also other names on the paper of re- 

spectable gentlemen, men of réputed wealth, who 
are reported to have permanent accommodations 
at the bank of from five thousand to twenty thou- 
sand dollars, which is employed in navigation or 
| manufacturing establishments. 
The branch at Portsmouth, Mr. President, ever 
| since 1626, has been managed for the purpose of 
political favoritism; since that time very few, 
aoe political friends, have had loans on per- 
sonal security; and of the whole loss incurred, 
it is believed not a dollar has been lost directly 
_ by any defalcation of any friend of the Adminis- 
tration. 

We have a right to presume, as well from the 
character of the petitioners and their small num- 
ber, as from the efforts that the friends of the 
bank have there made, that less than one fourth 
of the people of Portsmouth is in favor of the 
bank. Independent of political bias, which a 
few men entertain, the friendship to the bank 
is forced, from the fears of those who are de- 
pendent on it. These men are generally traders 
— capital ie or has been furnished by the 

nk. 

There is on the petition scarcely the name of a 
mechanic or artisan who labors with his own 
hands. The workingmen, mechanics, and mari- 
ners, and farmers of that town, are made of too 
stern stuff to be compelled to petition for an object 
like this; and the party favored by the bank has 
too often been defeated in its attempts to coerce 
those resolute, high-minded men, at this time to 
| embark on such an undertaking. These men 

have long followed in the train with such men as 
| Langdon, and Manning, and Hall, and Gardner; 











‘there is any unusual pressure in this town, it is and it is too late in the day for the Havens, and 
‘not true. There is no man here that feels em- || the Ladds, and the Pierces, to lead them up to 


| * barrassed for the want of money, save those who 
* have unwarrantably extended their business upon 
| *a borrowed capital. Everything here commands 
| ‘a high price. The agriculturists feel no pres- 
‘sure. They are reaping richly of the blessings 





~~ encounter against popular rights. 
he public voice in the State of New Hamp- 
| shire sustains the President’s opposition to re- 


1 chartering of the bank by nearly three to one. 


No meetings in that State have been called to 
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express opinions on this subject; but the friends 
of the State and National Administrations have 
recently had meetings in nearly every town, to 
elect delegates for their Council and Senatorial 
District Conventions for the present year. No 
organized opposition has yet appeared to the pre- 
vailing party, nor is there a probability that there 
will be any opposition, Yet never have the pri- 


mary meetings been as full, or the conventions || 


been so generally attended. More than two hun- 
dred of the two hundred and thirty-eight towns, 
in each convention, have been represented. The 
delegates, in some instances, travelled a distance 
of seventy miles to attend them. And it is the 
interesting position of the country in relation to 
the Bank of the United States that thus called out 
these full conventions. Without any previous 
concert the five council district conventions and 
eleven of the twelve senatorial conventions have 

assed strong resolutions against rechartering the 
look, and entirely approving the removal of the 
deposites. The conventions have not sent their 
resolutions here, but they have published them to 
the world. 

At least three to one of the people of New 
Hampshire are opposed to this bank; and was it 
not that the question is identified with the two 
parties—the old Federal and Democratic parties— 
there would be none but the debtors and immediate 
dependants of the bank favorable to a renewal of 
its charter. 

The retaining the bills of the Commercial Bank, 
which is the deposite bank, by the bank at Ports- 
mouth, is proof conclusive of the predetermined 
hostility of the branch bank to the State banks that 
will not obey its commands. The manner of re- 
deeming the notes of the interior banks in New 
England has become a system, bringing all toa 
par value. Boston being the emporium to which 
all these notesaflow, soon after they are issued, 
each bank has its specie fund at Boston to redeem 
them. If a bank should stop payment, the fact 
would be known at Boston before it was known at | 





its own place of location. The funds are in Bos- 
ton for the redemption of the bills. The Com- 
mercial Bank of Portsmouth keeps its funds there. 
The branch at Portsmouth, instead of either sending 
the notes of the Commercial to the counter of that 
bank at ite own doors, or sending them to Boston 
for redemption, chooses to hold on to them. Why? 
because the managers of that bank know that by 
so doinyy they can pounce upon the Commercial 
Bank «ither at one place or the other; and thus 
compel the bank to provide a specie fund at both 
places at the same time for this single amount of 
money. 

In 1832 I was surprised to find petitions coming 
in here from banks in New Hampshire, favorable 
to renewing the charter of the Bank of the United 
States. Those banks, generally, had had very 
little to do with the United States Bank; they 
never had been in a position to ask favors from it, 
or to be much affected in business by it. The 
banks in New Hampshire are generally in the 
hands of our political opponents. 

After my return home I was made acquainted 
with the process of procuring these petitions. The 
bank attorney at the head of the branch at Ports- 
mouth was the agent to write to some political 
friend connected with each bank, urging that peti- 
tions might be forwarded. In some instances the 
directors of these banks having before their eyes 
the declaration of Mr. Biddle in 1830, that it was 
in the power of his bank, at almost any time, to 
annihilate the State banks, obeyed the command. 
In other cases, after a warm controversy, a major- 
ity of the directors voted the proposition down. 
And in some few cases, no attention was paid to 
the call. 

I have information from various parts of New 
England that calls from the South have been there 
made to get up agitation meetings on the subject 
of the d ites. But little im ion as yet has 
been made out of the commercial towns; for there 
is an innate hostility to the United States Bank and 
its management throughout the whole interior of 
New England. The Massachusetts i re, 
opposed as it is to General Jackson and the Ad- 
ministration, has disobeyed the instructions which 
have been sent to Boston, and manifested the wise 
determination of not molesting the deposite banks 
in that State in the exercise of their rights. The 








| 








effort on the State of New Hampshire thus far, 
has resulted in obtaining in a single:town about 
one half of the party in opposition to the Admin- 
istration to put their names to a somewhat equiv- 
ocal*request that the deposites may be restored. 

Mr. BELL said it would be inexcusable in him 
to answer all the remarks of the gentleman. But 
little of what he had said was applicable to the 
subject. But his observations in relation to the 
character of the signers of the memorial required 
a few words in reply from him. He knew many 
of the memorialists, and he would undertake tu 
affirm that they composed a very considerable por- 
tion of the merchants and business men of the city 
of Portsmouth. It was signed by the presidents, 
cashiers, and principal clerks in the five banks in 
that place. rue, the memorial was not large, 
and probably contained no more names than had 
been mentioned. As to the misconduct of the 
branch bank at Portsmouth, he knew nothing. It 
might be that it had acted improperly. But the 
opinion there was, that in its general operations it 
had acted with great propriety, and had extended 
its accommodations to gentlemen of all political 
parites, and some of the directors were friends of 
the present Administration. 

Mr. KNIGHT presented the memorial of sun- 
dry citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, ascrib- 
ing the distress of the mercantile community to 
the removal of the deposites, and asking their res- 
toration to the Bank of the United States. 

On presenting the memorial, Mr. K. addressed 
the Senate for a few minutes, and was followed 
by Mr. ROBBINS at some length. 

The memorial was then referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINS moved the special order of the 
day, but gave way to 

Mr. CLAYTON, who made a report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, relative to the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States of the 
3d instant, in reference to the Bank of the United 
States refusing to pay over to the order of the 
Government the pension fund. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved that the report, with- 
out being read, be laid upon the table and printed. 
eT moved that six thousand copies be 
rinted. 
Mr. FORSYTH moved to lay the motion to 
print on the table, which was lost. 
Mr. KING, of Alabama, renewed the motion to 
lay upon the table, when the yeas and nays were 
called, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Calhoun, For- 
syth, Grundy, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King of 
Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Man- 
um, Moore, Morris, Robinson, Shepley Sprague, 
fallmadge, Tipton, Tyler, Waggaman, White, 
Wilkins, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrsa. Bell, Bibb, Clay, Ewing, 
Knight, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tom- 
linson, and Webster—16. 


The Senate then proceeded to the 


SPECIAL ORDER OF THE DAY, 


Being the memorial of inhabitants of Burke 
county, North Carolina, which, on motion of Mr. 
MANGU\.M, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLAY’S resolution, extending the time 
for the payment of the revenue bonds, was then 
announced to be in order, but which, on motion 
of Mr. FORSYTH, was laid upon the table. 

The Senate then proceeded to the remaining 
order, being Mr. Crar’s resolution upon 


THE REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


The special order of the day, being Mr. Crar’s 
resolution relative to the removal of the deposites, 
coming up for consideration— 

Mr. WILKINS rose and said he hoped he 
would not be accused of affectation when he de- 
clared that he felt great apprehension and embar- 
rassment in proceeding in a debate which had 
already occupied two months. As he intimated 
before, however, he felt it to be his duty, and he 
hoped the Senate would bear with him. Hecould 
neither promise brevity or expect to have influ- 
ence. The dictates of his own conscience and the 
rectitude of his intentions were his own justifica- 
tion. 
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The resolution of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
and the report of the Committee on Finance upon 











| that resolution, and the memorial of the Bank of 


the United States, all admit that the removal of 
the deposites was effected by the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself. The resolution tacitly admits 
the unqualified power of the Secretary over the 
deposites, and the report of the Committee on Fi- 
nance admits his power and control, but assumes 
that it should only be exercised on important 
occasions, and that no emergency had happened 
which justified it; and they both admit the power 
of the Secretary to be contained in the 16:h section 
of the charter. After these admissions he could 
not but be surprised that in the memorials pre- 
sented, and in the arguments of gentlemen here, 
the power was still denied. The second rea- 
olution charges no assumption of unconstitutional 
power on the Secretary, but fairly tenders the true 


| issue. Was the removal of the deposites justified 


as a measure of public expediency? or, in the lan- 
guage of the charter, are the reasons sufficient and 
satisfactory? Believing that this was the proper 
issue, he was unwilling to listen to any change of 
it, and hence he voted against the amendment of 
his friend from Missouri, (Mr. Bentron.}] Take 
up the 16th section of the charter as connected 
with the removal of the See and there are 
three positions presented: the power unrestricted 
and absolute in the Secretary, the manner of exe- 
cuting it, and the propriety and sufficiency of the 
reasons for the act. To show the unrestricted 
power of the Secretary, he observed that the 16ih 
section was divided into two parts. The first gives 
the absolute power in any emergency to place the 
public money in the Bank of the United States, or 
anywhere else he may deem proper. Now, this 
section gives the power and limits it, if it can be 
called limiting jit, to placing the money there, 
unless otherwise ordered. The second paragraph 
requires him to give his reasons, There is here 
no qualification of authority or diminution of it in 
any way; but it says you may exercise it as you 
please, only let Congress know how you have 
exercised it, so that they may know whether an 
further legislation is soapnaaie on the subject. It 
seemed difficult to ascertain how the 16th section 
found its way into the bill. He had traced it up, 
and discovered that it was offered as an amendment 
by the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wessrter,] then a distinguished member of 
the House of Representatives. If he—Mr. Wit- 
kins—might be allowed to conjecture, he had no 
doubt it was intended as a benefit to the bank; but 
it was a contingent one, to be enjoyed at the voli- 
tion of the emeey And he thought there was 
some ground for the conjecture, that the friends 
of «he bank had rather the deposites should be 
made there, and there continued, at the will of the 
Secretary, than that they should be subject to the 
will of Congress. They may have been afraid 
of the operations of the local banke upon Con- 
gress, when at any time the bank should become 
unpopular. 

ut whether the conjecture be correct or not, on 
recurring to the history of the Treasury 

ment ample authority for the exercise of the power 
as the Secretary has exercised it, would be found. 
Tracing it up from the first Continental Congress, 
it would be found that the Board of Treasury, as 
it was called by the ordinance of July 3, 1779, were 
to deposite the moneys in the most proper and 
safest places, and the Treasurer was to receive and 
keep them; and in the act of 1789 the phrase “‘ the 
Treasurer is to receive and keep”’ is preserved, 80 
that from the time of Robert Morris down through 
all the laws on the subject, we find the control of 
the Secretary over the deposites absolute. In 
the act of 1791 chartering the first benk, there is 
nothing said of the puMic deposites, but they are 
left to the Secretary. During the existence of the 
charter of the old bank it and the local banks 
shared in the public deposites, and they were 
managed by the Secretary as the public interests 
required; and when we come down to the bill sub- 
mitted to Congress by Mr. Dallas in 1814, there 
was no provision in it, leaving them under the 
control of the Secretary. Nothing was intimated 
on this subject until the 16th section of the bank 
charter, the amendment offered by the gentleman 
alluded to, was introduced. It attracted no atten- 
tion or debate, but passed with o:h er amendments. 
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And — 


wero 








a nee cae 


? Because no change was made in the 


the Secretary over the public moneys. | 


| 


f it had made a change it would have attracted | 
attention; but it was so unimportant that it passed || house officers or revenue bonds. If he had, he 


without, because Congress lett the power as they || would have authority to say, deposite the morfeys || 


a credit established by the Secretary, and when 
established, then arises the jurisdiction of the 
Treasurer. He has nothing to do with the custom- 





| 


found it. Mr. Crawford, too, contended for the || here or there, where I choose to designate the 


power, and whenever he spoke of the expediency | 


of exercising it, referred to thie same 16h a) i! 

ut it || 
had been said that the deposites were a part of the || 
charter, and could not be removed without a vio- || 


and it was after that that he exercised it. 


He acknowledged it wasa | 


| 


lation of the contract. 
contract, but he denied that the deposites were any | 
consideration for the contract. 
ernment to receive the notes of the bank and its 

branches as coin, and asa legal tender in all debts | 


due the Government, and for this the bank con- | 


tracted to transfer the Government funds wherever 
required. The deposites could not have been con- 
sidered then, because they were contingent and 
could not have been viewed as part of the contract | 
on the part of the bank. By the 14th section the | 
notes of the bank were to be received, unless other- 
wise ordered by act of Congress. Mark the dif- 
ference. The 16th section, alluding to a lighter 
matter, leaves the power with the Secretary, be- 


} 


* 14th section || 
of the charter imposed the obligation on the Gov- || 


cause Congress did not wish to impair the usage. | 


If the deposites had entered into the consideration | 
of the contract, why was it not said they ehould | 


remain there until changed by act of Congress? | 


The conclusion was irresistible that they were to 
be left to the exclusive control of the Secretary, 
and therefore they never could have entered into 
the consideration of the contract. The committee 
of investigation into the affairs of the bank, in 1829, 
of which Mr. McDuffie was one, unanimously 
agree in saying that whatever errors and abuses 
the bank may have been guilty of, they offer no 
remedy, but say that the Secretary has the power 
to apply a prompt remedy—the removal of the 


deposites. And in the debate upon the bank, ona | 


motion to strike out the provision for the five 


Government directors, it was resisted, on the || 


_ that all depended upon the power of the 
retary to remove the deposites. This was the 
argument of Mr. We ts, of Delaware, who was 
opposed to the bank and to the Government; and 
none of those gentlemen applied the language of 
the section, or restricted it to the misconduct cf 
the bank. He referred also to the report of Mr. 
McDuffie in 1830, where the power is admitted in 
general terms, and is in its nature a salutary cor- 
rective. Now there were two things admitted in | 
the report—the removal of the deposites for any | 
political interference of the bank, and that the 
power may be used upon any light occasion, for 
their whebalonreral But the Secretary would take 
care not to exercise it on any light occasion, be- 
cause he was to give his reasons to Congress. A 
regard for his character would restrain him from 
its exercise on any light occasion. Mr. Crawford 
in his correspondence, admits that 9 should not 
be removed from capriciousness, but fo 


. 


retary was amenable to Congress for the exercise | 
of the power. Theargument was notcorrect that | 
the removal dissolved the connexion between the 

principal and the fiscal agent. These relations | 
still remain, and the agency was retained by the | 
banks, knowing that the deposites were contingent, 
and that universal usage and precedent united, | 
gave the Secretary the absolute control over | 

em. 

The next objection was as to the manner and | 
mode of removal. This, he did exactly as all his | 
predecessors had done—in the form of transfer, | 
which was always adopt The objection of the 
gentleman from KentuckY, that the Treasurer 
ought to have selected the place of deposite, was 
quite novel. From the ordinance of 79, the Sec- | 
retary was to choose the place, and he has done so 
from that day to this. The Treasurer todictateto | 


| But he designed no such thing, although it had 


i} 
| 


r good rea- || 
sons. The bank then had noreason to complain, | 
because it wae a contingent benefit, and the Sec- | 


| 


place. The Treasurer’s bond has been referred 
to—that instrument is in the penalty of $150,000. 
But could a bond in that paltry sum have been 
designed to secure the whole treasure of the United 
States? It was simply to control his own credit, 
not to sign warrants improperly. If, when the 

ublic moneys are taken from the Bank of the 

nited States, the Treasurer can say, go there, 
or there, could not the Secretary order them back ? 
Who would incur the responsibility of removal, 
if he had not also the power of fixing upon the 
place of deposite? 

The next objection was the contingent trans- 





|| fer drafts; and when gentlemen spoke on this sub- 
|| ject it was with considerable asperity, which the 
| conduct of the Secretary did not justify. If we 


examine his whole conduct, we will find that he 


| was governed by vast liberality towards the bank, 
| and with an ardent desire to promote the commer- 
| cial facilities of the country. The forms of trans- 


_ fer were precisely the same as were ee used 

by the Government, and the same kind of draft 
| which carried the public deposites into the Bank 
of the United States originally. He was deter- 
_mined to draw the money out gradually; but he 
| was driven, by the conduct of the bank, from his 
| amicable disposition towards it, and then the pub- 
| lic money was spread over the various cities of the 

Union for the commercial good. But it has been 
| said that the Secretary’s conduct was disingenuous 
in reference to the transfer drafts. Now, if the 
| Senate would look over his conduct, they will find 
| that there was in it no concealment or disingenu- 
_ousness whatever. If the bank had condescended 
| to inquire, it would have known of the existence 
of the drafts. Why did the bank, on the Ist Au- 
| gust, 1833, begin a rapid and ruinous curtailment, 
inerely to meet these drafts? Some of them were 
| contingent drafts, not to be presented till the sec- 
| ond week in November. The paper read to the 
| Cabinet was published in September, and all knew 
| the removal would ensue on the Ist October. It 
| was in consequence of the uncertain state of things 


|| produced by the fear of the deposite banks that a 
|| ran would be made upon them by the Bank of the 
|| United States, that these drafts were given them, 
|| only to be used in case of the contemplated rush. 


| 


{[Mr. W. here read the letter of instructions of the 
| Secretary to the Girard Bank; also, his letter en- 


|| closing the contingent drafts; also, the letter dated 
|| Ith October, 1833, to the deposite bank in Balti- 


|more.] These letters show the liberal disposition 


,of Mr. Taney towards the Bank of the United 
| States, and show that the transferdrafts were only 
|| to be used in case of a run. 


Where, then, was 


| the want of candor on the part of Mr. Taney, or 


|| an illiberal or disingenuous feature in his conduct? | 


His instructions were, use the drafts in your own 
defence—wait till you are attacked; if there is no 
rush, no demand for coin, founded on the public 
deposites, don’t use them, but return them to me. 
How different the conduct of the Bank of the 
United States, when, the other day, a rush was 
made by it on the Bank of the Metropolis here. 
It had accumulated $150,000 of their bills, and 
refused to take their branch drafts, but took from 


| the deposite bank $50,000 in coin, when the branch 


had a larger amount in its vaults and the parent 
bank had its millions. This was the return for 
Mr. Taney’s liberality. If he could advise Mr. 
Taney, and he would be governed by a spirit of 
retaliation, he would tell the Secreiary to stand by 
the public depositesand reject these branch drafts. 


been intimated that such was his intention. It 





the Secretary ! Is the Treasurer to say to the Sec- || 


retary, [ am determined to remove the deposites ? 
If so, the Secretary certainly might, if he pleased, 
putthem back again. The Treasurer putsno money 
into the Treasury; but it is his duty to take care 
that none goes out of it without warrants lawfull 

issuing. ‘* The Treasury,’’ meane nothing local; | 
it means a fund, on which Congress may draw— 


queens: 


was a mistake, although it had been decided that 
they were not bank notes, yet he would not take 
advantage of the decision. He was governed by 
the wishes of the country, and an anxious regard 
to facilitate its commercial facilities, and therefore 


| he went on receiving these false and spurious 


branch drafts. If he had been governed by the 
| vindictiveness of the bank, he would say, reject 
them, whocares forthe country? We will curtail 
them; who cares for the good of the country? 

Another objection, urged by the gentleman from 
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New Jersey, (Mr. Sournarn,) as to the situati 

in which the Somndon oteers of the Government 
| would be placed in case the public money should 

be lost—that it would be the loss of the officer, and 
not the Government. But this isa fallacy. The 
fourth section of the act of 4h March, 1809, pro- 
vides that the ** public agents shall keep the public 
| money in the incorporated banks designated.” 
Now, when it is placed there by the disbursing 
officer, agreeably to law and the directions of the 
| President, the officer would, in no case of loss, be 

liable. And yet this law was passed during the 
existence of the old bank, authorizing the public 
moneys to be placed in any incorporated bank, 
which showed that they never looked to the Bank 
of the United States as the only depository at that 
time. 

Well, the public moneys have been trans- 
ferred to local incorporated State banks, and the 
| Secretary had made contracts for their disburse. 
ment, which have been scrutinized, and their whole 
validity denied. The gentleman from Kentucky, 
alluding to the law prohibiting the heads of Je- 
partments from making any contracts, says the 
| Secretary had no power to make contracts with 
| the State banks. o this Mr. W. had a short but 
conclusive answer. The power to make these 
| arrangements was an incident to, and followed the 
right toremovethedeposites It therefore follows 
| that the power to make the contract, and to carry 
| it into execution, arises out of the high political 
| power of the United States. . 

Mr. W. here gave way toa motion fof adjourn- 
ment. 

And the Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, February 17, 1834. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, reminded the 
House that he had given notice that he would this 
day renew his attempt to have the memorial from 
the city of New York, in favor of a warehousing 
system, referred to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures. Mr. A. had since received a copy of the 
memorial, and he proceeded to review its contents. 
The general object of the memorial was, to change 
| the law of 1839, a law which had been sometimes 
termed a compromise. It had not been expected 
that the subject of the tariff would be touched at 
the present session, nor was he disposed to bring 
| it before the House. Mr. A. then moved a recon- 
sideration of the vote b 
| been referred to the 


which the memorial had 
ommittee of Ways and 


eans. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed his surprise 
that any gentleman should oppose this measure, 
especially a gentleman who was so intimately con- 
nected with gentlemen who were now so clamor- 
ous for relief, and constantly, in both Houses, 
demanding it from their opponents. He was sur- 
prised that the very first measure of relief should 
| meet with hostility from that quarter. The peti- 
| tioners ask nothing more than an extension of the 

warehousing system, which was already —— 
in regard to wine and spirits, to teas also, as long 

as the duties existed. Under the present law, if 
the duties on certain merchandize were not paid 
within three months after their importation, the 
were to be sold at auction. For this law he voted, 
for no other reason but to prevent the effusion of 
blood in the country. It was certainly proper at 
this time to remove some of the objectionable 


|| features of that law. What would be the result, 


if the prayer of the memorial was not granted? 
| The dry goods which are imported must, in many 

cases, come to auction, and be sacrificed by forced 
| sales for cash, daily and weekly, at all seasons, 

whereby not only the merchants, but the domestic, 
| as well as the foreign manufacturer, would be 
| greatly injured. The merchants ask permission 
to deposite their goods in the custody of the cus- 
| toms until they can find an opportunity to dispose 
of them advantageously, and to be allowed a credit 
of three, six, and nine months upon the duties. 
| They do not ask you to lend them the money of 
| the Government, as proposed in the Senate. Nine 


| 





tenths of those interested in the trade would infi- 
nitely prefer the measure asked for in the memorial. 
He regretted to see the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] throwing this impediment in 
the way of the petitioners. There 


were, on the 





; a and was decided in the negative, 84 to 


| 


_-the Committee of Ways and Means. 


1834. 
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6th of February last, sixteen hundred and thirty 
ckages of merchandize, which would soon be 
gent to auction under the 6th section of the act of 
July, 1832. They belonged chiefly to those who 
were unable to raise money to pay the duties at 
such a crisis. If relief was not promptly granted, 
the merchandize would be sacrificed and it would 
add to the ruin now existing. He hoped that the 
House would not reverse its decision, and send 
the memorial to the Committee on Manufactures, 
where we should never hear from it again, which 
was too manifestly the object of the motion. It was 
indispensably necessary to extend relief promptly 
to this branch of trade. The memorialists asked 
for nothing but@an act of sheer justice, and a 
measure founded in the soundest policy. It related 
to the collection of the revenue, and belonged to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and he hoped | 


the House would not sustain the motion to recon- | 


sider its decision. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON thought, he said, that the | 
resistance of the motion to reconsider came with 
an ill grace from the gentleman from New York. 
He, Mr. F1., voted against the bill of 1832, and the | 
bill of 1883; but the gentleman from New York | 
voted for both of thoseacts. Then he said nothing | 
about a warehouse system, nothing of the danger 





! 
of losing our carrying trade. The effect of the | 


proposition of the memorial, which the gentleman 
advocated, would be to open the whole subject of 





| 


| 
| 











nea een 


United States. The memorial stated that, pre- | tures to such a memorial that they conveniently 
viously to the establishment of the present bank, 1 could. 


the same state of things existed that now exists;the || Senatorial convention, in District No. 4 passed 
same general want of confidence, the same scarcity || among others, the following resolutions: F 
of money, and the sameinequality in theexchanges | Resolved, That we recognise in the Secretaries 


of the country. That the establishment of the || of the d t departm f “ 
bank restored mutual confidence, established a So Se CASINOS CCR nen See 


Satahd. cutzhney, and equalised enchonges ‘ || ernment men of eae talents, and integrity; 
es, and || in al ; ial : 
ene ioietoe Somigainesc tie oe and that in all their official acts (especially that of 





: : || Mr. Secretary Taney in removing the deposites 
rial concluded by praying Congress that the de- || they merit the confidence and Satitads of 2 
ay may be restored, or thatsomevther measure || American people. 

e devised to bring back confidence to the public || Resolved, That in the systematic opposition that 
mind. The petition, he said, was signed by two || has been so perseveringly urged to General Jack- 


hundred and fifty citizens of Portsmouth, of highly 
respectable character, men of wealth and of in- 
fluence, and who were entitled to his respect. 

The memorialists, he observed, set forth in their | 

etition, that it was the duty of the people to make 

nown totheir representatives the wants and griev- 
ances of those whom he represented, and the duty || 
of the representative to lay these before the Legis- || 
lature. In this doctrine Mr. H. said that he fully || 
concurred. But it was due to the House and to 
himself, to state the means he possessed of be- 
coming acquainted with the sentiments and wishes 
of his constituents. 

The town of Portsmouth contained between eight 
and nine thousand inhabitants, of whom more than 
one thousand were voters. This memorial was 
signed by two hundred and fifty persons only. 


1 son and his administration, we recognise the prin- 
| ciples of old-fashioned Federalism, as exhibited 
_in the days of John Adams, the embargo, and the 
_ late war—which principles we will fearlessly and 
| unceasingly oppose. 

|| Resolved, That our Representative in Congress 
be requested to use all constitutional means to 
resist a return of the public deposites to the United 
States Bank, and a rechartér of that aristocratic 
and dangerous monopoly. 

Grafton and Coos councillor district passed, 
among others, the following: 

Resolved, That wer the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States as an institution unconstitutional in ita 
origin, and dangerous in its operations to the lib- 
erties of the country; that its history for the last 


the tariff for discussion. Does any man suppose 
that the compromise bill would have passed with- | 
out the provision for the cash payment of duties? | 
Those who wished to agitate the country again | 
with this subject would press the proposition | 
« the memorialists. A word on this subject of ' 
relief. 

The CHAIR interposed, and restricted the 
range of Mr. H.’s remarks. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG agreed with the gentle- 
man from Connecticut as to the impropriety of 
opening the tariff question again for discussion. 
He was not disposed to draw any contrast be- 
tween his votes and those of the gentleman from 
Connecticut. It was true that he (Mr. C.) voted 
for the compromise bill, and he would tell the 


Such a number constituted a minority even of the 
voters alone, and did not include more, or but little 
more, than half of the minority who has opposed 
his election. 

There were different opinions as to the cause of 
the difficulty experienced by the commercial com- 
munity. That difficulty did exist he was not pre- 
pared or disposed to deny; but there might be other 
causes for it besides the removal of the deposites 
from the Bank of the United States. One cause 
might have been overtrading, an abuse of the 
credit system, the dependence on fictitious capital, 
the habit of living beyond men’s income, and not 
the least was undoubtedly the conduct of the bank 
itself. The.president and cashier of one of the 








banks in Portsmouth had petitioned that the de- 
posites, when removed, might be placed there; but 
the Government had seen fit to place them else- 
where, and now the names of these same gentle- 
men were found appended to a memoria! praying 
that the deposites might be restored to the United 
States Bank. 

These memorialists declared their belief that the 
directors of that bank had conducted its affairs 
rather with a view to the public good than to mere 

| private emolument; but he saw attached to this 
| memorial the names of some who had petitioned 
those directors that the president of the Ports- 
mouth Bank might be removed from office for 
favoritism. New Hampshire contained (he said) 
five councilor districts, eight counties, and twelve 
senatorial districts. In all of these meetings had 
been held, and candidates had been nominated, 
in view of the election to take place three weeks 
from to-morrow. These were all primary meet- 
ings of the people; delegates, consisting of twice 


gentleman he knew of no interest in this country, 
commercial, agricultural, or manufacturing, which 
he was not ready to sacrifice in order to avert from 
the country the calamities of a civil war. 

Mr. SELDEN said that he apprehended that 
the reading of the memorial would at once put an 
end to this quarrel between the two committees, 
and induce the House to send it to a third com- 
mittee. At his request, the memorial was read. 
Mr. S. then proceeded to comment upon the ob- 
jects of the memorial. The whole was peculiarly 
a commercial subject, and, in his opinion, ought 
to go to the Committee on Commerce. Should the 
motion to reconsider prevail, he would move the 
reference of the memorial to that committee. 

Mr. ADAMS made some remarks in reply to 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. CamBre- 
LENG,] and said that the gentleman was incorrect 
in supposing that he made the motion from hos- | 
tility to the object of the memorial. He made it 





the number they were entitled to in the State Le- 
gislature, had been present; and in nearly all of 
these meetings resolutions had been passed, ap- 
proving of the removal of the deposites, and against 
ay arter of the bank, some of these he would 
read. 


Mr. H. here read a number of resolutions passed 
at district meetings in the Stateof New Hampshire, 
| of which the following was the first, and the rest 
of a similar character: 


Resolved, That each successive year of the ad- 
ministration of our venerable Chief Magistrate 
| increases our confidence in the wisdom ‘of his 

The question was then taken on the motion to || measures, and our admiration of his firmness and 
csumebher the vote by which the memorial had j decision in carrying those measures into effect. 
been referred to the Committee of Ways and || Resolved, That the removal of the public de- 
|| posites from the Bank of the United States by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, has our unqualified 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, presented || ®Pprobation. : 
the memorial of certain inhabitants of Portsmouth, | These (Mr. H. said) were, in his judgment, 
New Hampshire, which he moved be referred to || much more conclusive evidence of public opinion 

than the two hundred and fifty signatures got up 
Mr. H. said, that the petition complained of the || to a petition in the manner well known to most who 
distress of the time, which it attributed to the re- | heard him. It was to be presumed that the oppo- 
moval of the public deposites from the Bank of the |! nenta of the Administration had got all the signa- 


which had so long and seriously agitated the 
country. What he contended for was, that this 
memorial goes to destroy the compromise of the | 
last year. Some other remarks he made which | 
we could not distinctly hear. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG spoke in reply to the. 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and contended | 
that it had been the uniform practice of the House | 
to refer subjects of this sort to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


Mr. DICKSON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 


with & view to prevent the opening of a question 








five years unfolds a degree of crime and corrup- 

tion in the conduct of its affairs without a parallel 

in our annals, and richly entitled its managers 

to = scorn and indignation of the American 
eople. 

. Resolved, That the removal of the public depos- 

ites from an institution so dangerous and corrupt 











was but an act of justice to the outraged mora 


| sentiments of an abused and insulted people, and 


that, instead of making the removal a subject of 
complaint, the bank should have borne the depri- 
vation with the meekness of a contrite, convicted 
culprit. 

Senatorial District No. 1, among others, passed 
the torditg 

Resolved, That the withdrawal of the public 
deposites at the present juncture is wise, just, and 
necessary, and the only means of parrying the 
blow which the bank meditated, and has partially 
inflicted, on the businesa community. 

Resolved, That the President of the United Statee 
has, in withstanding the gigantic advances of this 
common enemy, merited the lasting gratitude of 
his country, and is entitled to the support of all 
good citizens. 


District No. 10, I find the following: 


| Resolved, That the firm and patriotic course 





which General Jackson has pursued in relation to 
the United States Bank, particularly as evinced by 
the removal of the deposites from that institution, 
increases and strengthens his claims upon the grat- 
itude and admiration of his countrymen. 

Resolved, That we approve of the conduct c” 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to the 
removal of the deposites from the United States 
Bank, deeming the measure both expedient and 
necessary, in order to prepare the country for the 
closing up of the concerns of that institution, and 
to prevent, in a measure, any act of mischief 
which it may be disposed to commit in order to 
compel a renewal of its charter. 


The memorial was then referred to the Com- 
— of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. BURGES presented a similar petition from 
Providence, in Rhode Island, in which he stated 
that they allege that the prosperity heretofore 
enjoyed could not be secured, unless the former 
relations of amity that existed between the Govern- 
ment and the bank were restored. The memorial 
was signed by 1065 persons, who were nearly all 
the voters of that city. And after enlarging u 
the stability and industry which was pate ge 
pervade the State of Rhode Island generaily, he 
remarked that those persons were actuated by 
one mind, and not from sinister motives, in givin 
on sentiments. Hecalled for the - 
ing of the memorial, and would then move that it 
a referred to the eternal Committee of Ways and 

eans. 


The memorial having been recd— 





i 


i 
— — 


it seemed to be, many of them, in one handwri- 


ting. 

Mir. BURGES explained, that the original me- 
morial, of which this was a counterpart, was pre- 
sented to the Senate. : 

Mr. PEARCE denied that the memorial spoke 
the voice of the city of Providence; for as there 
were 19,000 inhabitants in the city, 1050 could 
not be considered such a number as to be called 
the voice of thatcity. He had nodoubt that there 
was some pressure, but it must evidently be ex- 
aggerated, and he thought that they wanted light 
and information as to the cause of it. It was not 
more than three weeks since large sums, amount- 


ing to nearly $300,000, had been loaned by inhab- | 
ees of Providence to merchants of ioe Bed- | 


ford and of New York. This evinced that there 
was not 6o great a scarcity of money as was rep- 
resented, and he argued that if there was, that 
the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island would 
heve given some expression of their opinion, as 
well as other States. He could affirm that the 
views contained in this memorial were not gener- 


ally felt, for at a meeting last week held at New- | 


rt, called to discuss the measures of the Admin- 


istration, the meeting separated without adopting | 


any resolutions whatever. The statements made 
of the existing distress must be received with some 
grains of allowance. He thought that what was 


most wanting at the present crisis was decision, || 


decision to restore the country to its former state, 
and thus prevent the country from having its prop- 
erty made one general wreck. 

Mr. BURGES said he was much embarrassed 


at the flat contradiction which had been given to | 


him by his colleague, and expressed his surprise aerate have a decision upon it, one way or 


that the correctness of those whom he and his col- 
league knew so well, should be questioned by him. 
He proceeded to support the views taken by the 
memorialists, and did not consider that his col- 
league could, with any propriety, call in question 
the statements he had made in regard to a memo- 
rial expressly committed to his care from the citi- 
zens of Providence. His colleague had made this 
attack upon him without giving him any notice 
of his intention to speak on the subject, and he 
expressed his regret that his colleague should take 
this occasion to sunder the ties of amity which 
had heretofore subsisted between them. 

Mr. PEARCE, in reply, insisted that he had 
made no attack upon hig colleague. His col- 


league had gone out of his course in his remarks, | 


to make some statements which, as a representa- 
tive in part of the State of Rhode Island, he felt 


bound to correct. The facts which he (Mr. P.) | 
had stated were not denied. In what, then, had | 


he made any misrepresentation on the subject of 
the memorial? His object was to exhibit the 
views of the people of Rhode Island on this sub- 
ject in a true light. He believed that if the ques- 
tion of bank or no bank were presented to the 

ple of that State, there would be found a ma- 
jority in opposition to the bank. Three years 
ago there would not have been five hundred votes. 
in opposition to the bank. But a great change 
had taken place in public opinion on this subject 
in Rhode Island. His colleague had given to the 
House part of a speech which had been concocted 


for another occasion. This was, perhaps, as | 
good an occasion as any for delivering it; and it | 


was not his intention to make any reply to his 
argument. He wished his colleague to learn that 
he was not to consult him in regard to his course 
in this House. In relation to his colleague’s course, 


he should never express any regret, and he hoped | 


that his colleague would cease to express his 


regrets at his (Mr. P’s.) course. Personally, he | 
entertained a regerd for his colleague, and, be- | 
fore this session, they had commonly acted to- | 
gether. Thathe now differed from his colleague, | 
_ only a proof that his colleague differed from | 


im. 


Mr. BURGES rejoined, in a few words, which | 


were not heard by the reporter. 


Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, presented the 
memorial of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, en- | 


gaged in the manufacture of boots and shoes, rep- 
resenting that their business is embarrassed by the 
deranged state of the currency, and praying the 
restoration of the deposites and the recharter of 
the Bank of the United States. Mr. H. accompa- 





Mr. PEARCE remarked that the signatures to 
































nied the presentation with some remarks in sup- 
port of the views of the memorial, and, on his 
= the memorial was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GALBRAITH presented two memorials 
from citizens of the county of Erie, in Pennsyl- 
vania, one in support of the removal of the depos- 
ites, and the other praying their restoration. 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a memorial 
from citizens of Southwark and Moyamensing, 
praying the restoration of the public deposites; 
which was read, and Mr. 8S. moved to have it 
printed. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, objected to the me- 
morial being printed. After some remarks from 
Mr. WATMOUGH and Mr. SUTHERLAND, 
he withdrew his objection, and the memorial was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER presented similar resolutions 
from the chairman who presided at the meeting. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented resolutions on 
the same subjec? from Germantown and Bristol, 


| Pennsylvania, for the restoration of the deposites; 


and from a meeting of cordwainers, held at Inde- 
pendence Hall, Philadelphia, the reverse of that 
presented by his colleague, [Mr. Hanrer,] and 
which went to contradict the statement put forth 
** that the shoemakers were out of employment.”’ 
Mr. S. took that cccasion to say, that there was 
more mischief brought upon the country by the 


| waste of time in debating the question of the re- 


moval than by any other cause; he would, there- 
fore, entreat the House to come up to the question 


Mr. HARPER disclaimed having said that the 
shoemakers were out of employment; he said that 
the master-shoemakers were afraid that their re- 
sources would soon be cut off, and thus, that those 
they employed must soon be thrown out of em- 
ployment if there was not some change made in 
the present state of the pecuniary relations of the 
country. 


Mr. LYON, of Michigan, presented a memorial 
of the Legislative Council of Michigan Territory, 
praying the establishment of certain post routes 
in said Territory. Referred to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. HEATH presented the memorial of a 
meeting of citizens of Baltimore, praying the res- 
toration of the deposites to the Bank of the United 
States. 

Mr. HEATH spoke in support of the views of 
the memorialists. Hesaid he came to this House 
not as om man, but as an independent citizen; 
and he declared that no man in this nation had 
been a more pure, sincere, and disinterested friend 
of General Jackson than himself, and that he had 
uniformly supported his measures. He appealed 
to the friends of the President on this floor to say 
whether, if the President should to-morrow send 
us a message informing us that he had directed the 
deposites to be restored to the United States Bank, 


| they would not give their hearty approbation and 


support to the measure. 

The memorial was read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER presented the resolutions of 
eight hundred citizens of Richmond, Virginia, in 
favor of the restoration of the public deposites to 
the Bank of the United States. 


Mr. PATTON called for the reading of the reso- 
lutions; and after they were read, Mr. P. said he 
felt it his duty to state, after having, in courtesy to 
the memorialists, asked for the reading cf the reso- 
lutions, that he dissented almost wholly from the 
views expressed in the memorial. At another 
time he hoped to have an opportunity to lay his 
views fully before the House on thissubject. He 
only wished now to say that he dissented from 
the opinion that the President had exercised an 
unconstitutional authority. He concurred in the 
Opinion that the measure of the President was un- 
wise and ill-timed, but at the same time he be- 
lieved that he had acted honestly, and that he had 
done that which he had a right to do, and which 
it was, moreover, his constitutional duty to do. 
In regard to the policy of restoring the deposites to 
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the Bank of the United States, he also dissented 
wholly from the memorialists. The question 
whether the bank should be rechartered, was, in hig 
opinion, inseparably connected with the question 
whether the deposites should be restored. What 
good were we to do by restoring the deposites, 
without accompanying it with an assurance that 
the bank should be rechartered? The dismay and 
distress would, in a few months, return upon us 
with aggravated severity, unless the bank felt 
assured that its charter would be renewed. He 
saw no reason, for his own part, to believe that 
the bank would be rechartered; he believed that 
if the question, whether the bank should be re- 
chartered, or a bank should b& chartered, were 
now put to this House, there would bea majority 
of this body against it. If the bank wasceriainly 
to be rechartered, he would, without hesitation, 
vote for the restoration of the deposites. 

On Mr. Parron’s motion, the resolutions were 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRAHAM presented the resolutions adopt- 
ed by a meeting of citizens of Bertie county, North 
Carolina, praying the restoration of the public 
deposites, and representing that the resolutions 
** were sustained with considerable ability by the 
Hon. Samuel P. Carson, and adopted without 
a dissenting voice.”” Read, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS presented the resolutions of 
the lower branch of the Legislature of Kentucky, 
condemning the removal of the deposites, and the 
exercise of the veto power by the President. Read, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LYON, of Seavey. presented the memo- 
rial of thirty-three citizens of Kentucky, disap- 
proving of the removal of the deposites; ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. LYON also presented thé memorial of the 
Endless Life Society, praying a grant of land, with 
a view to the promotion of their scheme of render- 
ing perpetual human life on this earth: referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CARR presented a preamble and joint reso- 
lution of the members of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
State of Indiana, on the subject of improving the 
navigation of the Ohio river at the falls, particu- 
larly through the Indian chute, instructing their 
Senators and requesting their Representatives in 
Congress to use their best endeavors to procure - 
the passage of a law appropriating a liberal sum of 
money, to be expended in improving the naviga- 
tion at the place aforesaid, under the superintend- 
ence of some qualified person or persons; which, 
after a brief explanation made by Mr. C., was, 
upon his motion, referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Mr. CARR presented a petition, asking for the 
establishment of a mail route from Charleston, 
| Clark county, to Rockford, Jackson county, In- 
diana; also, for the establishment of a mail route 
| from Charleston to New Providence, in Clarke 
| county, Indiana; which, on his motion, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. = 

Mr. PINCKNEY presented the resolutions of 
a public meeting of the citizens of Charleston, 
South Carolina, praying the restoration of the 
deposites. Read, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 








IN SENATE. 
Tuespar, February 18, 1834. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private 
Secretary. 

Mr. HEN DRICKS, agreeably to notice, intro- 
duced a bill appropriating $20,000 for the purpose 
of improving the navigation of the Wabash river; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 

| mittee on Roads and Canals. 

| Mr. TYLER presented the memorial of a num- 
| ber of the inhabitants of Richmond, Virginia, ask- 
_ ing Congress to adopt measures to relieve the dis- 
| tresses of the community, and asserting the cause 


| of that distress to be the removal of the public 


| deposites from the Bank of the United States. — 
r. TYLER also presented a similar memorial 
from inhabitants of Franklin, in Virginia; which, 
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after some remarks made by Mr. T.,.were read, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BIBB presented resolutions of the House 
of Pepresentatives of Kentucky, frotestiog against | 
the dangerous power exercised by the President | 
of the United States, in causing the public moneys 
to be removed from the Bank of the United States, | 
and complaining of the use of the veto power by | 
the Executive. The resolutions were read, refer- 
red to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to | 
be printed. 

On motion of Mr. MANGUM, the order to 
print 6,000 copies of the report of the Judiciary 
Committee on the message of the President, rela- | 
tive to the pension fund, was taken up. 

Mr. CALHOUN called for the reading of the 
report. 

tAter the reading, which occupied an hour and | 
five minutes— 


ing documents, also be printed; which amendment 
was adopted, and the resolution, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

At two o’clock the special order of the day was 


taken up, being the report of the Committee on || 


Finance, and Mr. Cray’s resolution relative to 
THE RE'IOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


Mr. WILKINS having resumed his remarks, || 
said that he endeavored yesterday, in an humble | 


manner, not only to show that the removal of the 
deposites was a rightful exercise of authority on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury, but the 
mode sanctioned by the usage of the department, 
by all the statesmen who have heretofore acted in 
the department, and by the laws of the country. 
The expediency of the measure bore the Secretar 

out in his reasons for the removal. And in justt- 
fying him, Mr. W. would assume the following 
positions. The attitude of the bank in respect to 
the near termination of its charter; the rapid cur- 
tailment of its accommodations adopted on the Ist 
of August; that the State banks are the only proper 
depositories, in the absence of all law providing 
for any other; that the present distresses of the 
country were not owing to the removal of the 
deposites, but to the harsh, vindictive spirit of the 
bank; and lastly, that they ought not to be re- 
stored to the Bank of the United States, because the 
crisis must be met, and the restoration would only 
produce the same, and greater disorder, when they 
should ultimately be removed. When a head ofa 





department is about to discharge a duty devolved || 


upon him by an act of Congress, which would 


seriously affect the finances of the country, he || 


must find his justification in the laws imposing 
the duty on him. That he is confined to acting, 
not on rumor, but to the provisions on the statute 
book, and the Secretary was bound to look no 
farther than the charter, by which the bank was 
to close its concerns on the 4th of March, 1836, 
two years and five months from the order of re- 
moval. The term being thus fixed, the Secretary 
could not suppose it would be extended one hour 
longer. He knew the bank was created on the 
termination of the war to correct the disorder of 
the currency, and assist the financial operations of 
the country; that the crisis and emergency had 
passed, and that no consideration of the same kind 
existed for the continuance of the charter now. 
And he had stronger reason for believing that the 
two years given it after the expiration of its char- 
ter contemplated its determination, and that the 
farther provision in the 16th section, gave the 
por preparatory to the final closing of the bank. 
ut if we were disposed to tell the Secretary that he 
ought to have looked to public sentiment for his 
course of action, what is the conclusion? Every- 
thing justified him in the conclusion he came to. 
The bill for rechartering the bank had been lost, 
and the very Chief Magistrate who vetoed it was 
reélected by the people. Mr. W. did not think, 
with some gentlemen, that his reélection was a 
decision against the bank. He thought the people. 
looked beyond the bank question, and that thou- 
sands voted for General Jackson, who, to-morrow, 
would vote to recharter the bank. His reélection 


' proved that during his second term the question 


| ought not to be restored. 


was received, that the President had assumed the 
responsibility of putting an end to the bank, and 
that the country ought to prepare for the termina- 
tion of its charter. This was the condensed ar- 


| gument of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and | 


| the whole country, the Government, and eve 

individual, were bound to prepare for its downfall; 
| and was the Government to be the last to prepare? 
| Mr. W. contended that the question presented 
| was the renewal of the charter of the bank, and 
'the bank ought to come forward and have it set- 
| tled; for if it is not to be renewed, the deposites 
The question, then, was 
| merely one of time when the removal should take 
| place. It was an experiment that was to be done, 
| and there was little time for doing it in. 


It was an experiment to ascertain whether the | 


| country could get along without the Bank of the 


United States, and whether the State banks were | 

Mr. MORRIS moved, as an amendment, that || 
6,000 copies of the President’s message, the opin- || 
ion of the Attorney General, and the accompany- || 


sufficient for the purposes of Government? If it 
were doubtful, the earlier it was made the better; 
and if it failed before the 4th of March, 1836, it 
| would be testing the necessity of the bank to the 
| Government. [Mr. W. then read from the me- 
| morial of the bank to Congress in 1831-"2, toshow 
| that it admitted that the earlier the question was 

decided that the country could prepare for the 
| change arising from the non-renewal of the char- 
ter, the better for the nation and the bank.}] ‘The 
allegation that the Secretary ought to have waited 
the sixty days till the meeting of Congress, had no 
weight; for if the bank had the right to the public 
| money, nothing could give Congress jurisdiction 

over it but the previous action of the Secretary. 
Neither the President nor the Secretary could bring 
it before Congress, nor could Congress say the 
Secretary must act. But it was the original inten- 
tion of the Secretary to have waited for the meet- 
ing of Congress, and his determination was only 
changed by the improper and resentful conduct of 
the bank itself. The declaration of the Secretary, 
at page nineteen of his report, Mr. W. referred 
to as fully showing this. In August, while Mr. 


the interests of the bank, they commenced an im- 
mediate and ruinous system of curtailment, which 
clearly justifies the wisdom of the act, and shows 
that the immediate action of the Secretary was 
necessary. And now the bank seeks to press the 
country by the same means which it used to pre- 
vent the removal. The most proper places, then, 
for depositing the public money—there being no 
National bank, no private depository, and no pro- 
vision for the approaching termination of the char- 
ter—was the local banks. This selection was in 
accordance with all usage and precedent. All the 
Secretaries, and Mr. Duane himself, pointed to the 
State banks as the proper depositories for the pub- 
lic money. And it was argued by some of the 
most distinguished men opposed to the old bank, 
that the State banks were the most appropriate 
depositories. And this, too, was argued by the 
entleman from Virginia, opposite, [Mr. Trxer,] 
in the House of Representatives, when contendin 
for the greater safety of the public money. An 
if the State banks were safe then, (during the war,) 
why was not the argument as good now, when 
banking is better understood, when capitals are 
larger; and they have had ample experience since 
the war? They are now on a more solid founda- 
tion, they are all specie-paying banks, and are in- 
finitely more substantial than the branch banks. 
In regard to the contracts of the Secretary, they 
are discreet and cautious, and were made with pru- 
dence and liberality, and with a true regard to the 
interests of the commercial community. Look at 
his arrangements, and it will be seen that they se- 
cure the same control which was provided by Mr. 
Crawford, and followed up by Mr. Rush in 1826; 
and it is not correct now to ae that the es 
have confidence only in the Bank of the United 
States: because, wherever there are branch banks, 
it will be found that the individual deposites are 
ter in the State banks than they are in the 
ranches, and this remark equally applies to the 
private and public deposites in all the large cities. 
Mr. W. here read the late statements of the 
Bank of the United States to this point of his argu- 
ment. 
As ‘othe Secretary's arrangements with the State 








| of rechartering was settled and at an end. Gentle- '' banks, it was attended with no expense whatever 


men on this floor declared, after the veto message 
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Duane was Secretary, and supposed to be protecting || 
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to the Government, but was borne by the banks 
themselves. His next point was, that the conduct 
of the bank was resentful and coercive, and al- 
_ though distress and preesure did exist, that it was 
_much magnified by the newspapers and the dis- 
| cussions here, which, if terminated, the distrese 





|| would subside, and the strength and elasticity of 
; || the country would enable the community to ac- 


| commodate itself to the new condition of things. 
| There was abundance of resources in the country, 

and the report of the New York committee, who 
have just returned home from a visit to this place, 
distinctly declares that they believe there is no 
project here for any national bank—that there is 
/no struggle between Chestnut street and Wall 
| street; and they exonerate both the first and second 
| Officers of the Government from any such view or 
intention. There is no such object, and if he 
| (Mr. W.) believed it was to terminate in a contest 
| between Chestnut street and Wall street, he would 
| abandon the course he had now taken, and cease 
| to sustain theact of the Secretary. There was no 
_ such project; he could not be mistaken, and the 
| moment that question was presented, he should 
| instantly determine in favor of Chestnut street, in 





|| the good city of William Penn. No. The rivairy 


| between Philadelphia and New York was of a 
| higher and more honorable character—it was. a 
| struggle in the great internal improvements which 
| they were both prosecuting for the trade of the 
| great West, from which Pennsylvania would not 
| depart till she had succeeded in obtaining it. These 
| distresses were local, not national, or extending 
| over the whole land. He could not believe that 
they had fallen on that class of citizens eo valuable 
to the country, and which he greatly respected— 
| he meant the American merchant—for which he 
| would make any sacrifice except the rights of the 
| Government to the ambition of thebank. Where 

is the real evidence of distress? There are no more 
| bankruptcies now than there were when the bank 
was in the fuil enjoyment of its power; they were 
confined to brokers, stockjobbers, and those who 
| live on every morning’s discount obtained at the 
bank. The great mass of the people were undis- 
| turbed—the bone and sinew of the country were 
unembarrassed—all the elements of prosperity are 
among us, and our resources abundant; and 
therefore the time was_ peculiarly appropriate for 
the removal of the deposites. But the bank ef- 
fected its ruinous curtailment when the late instal- 
| ments of the public debt which were paid had not 

time to seek investment, and now we have the 
same alarm resounded as when the old bank went 
down in 1811. What has produced the present 
calamities of the country is an important ques- 
tion, and he (Mr. a’ believed it was the bank, 
which, in the spirit of resentment which it had 
exhibited, in the language of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, broke up the amity existing be- 
tween it and thelocal banks. If the bank thought 
proper to quarrel with the Administration, was 
that a reason for breaking up the amity between 
it and the State banks? 

Mr. W. then proceeded at some length to ex- 
lain the effect which the system of cash duties 
ad in producing the prevailing distress, when he 

gave way, at half past three o’clock, to 

Mr. MANGUM, who observed that a meeting 

was about assembling in th Supreme Court room 
in consequence of the melancholy death of Mr. 
Wirt, which had just taken place; and, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
he would move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WILKINS having yielded the floor, 

The Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespar, February 18, 1834. 

Mr. GORHAM presented a report from the 
minority of the Committee of Ways and Means 
on the subject of the pension agency by the Bank 
of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. J. @. ADAMS submitted the following 
resolution; which lies on the table one day for 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary cf the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House a statement of the 
facts relating to the disallowance by the accounting 
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officers of the Treasury, of a payment made by the 


Bank of the United States, under instructions from | 
the Commissioner of Pensions, referred to in the || tosh, and he made it with pleasure. 
letter of the President of the Bank of the United | 


tion of process in the case alluded to. This ex- 
planation (Mr. C. said) was due to Major Mclin- 
e should, 
however, be correctly informed when the resolu- 


States to the Secretary of War, of the 23d of Jan- || tion came.to be answered. 


vary last; and copies of all the correspondence | 


between the War and Treasury Department and | 
the Bank of the United States relating thereto. 


administrators of Charles Williams. 


| Mr. BEARDSLEY said, that as it seemed to 
, be the general wish that the resolution should be 


|| adopted, he would not oppose it, although he did 
Mr. PAGE reported a bill for the relief of the : Ppoee He ug 


| not approve of the adoption of resolutions of this 
|character. It was, however, clear that the time 


Mr. CAVE JOHNSON reported a bill for the || of the House ought not to be wasted in debating 


final adjustment of land claims in Louisiana and 


the Territories of Florida and Arkansas. Also, | 
for the heirs of Ugene Jenet; which were read | 


twice, and committed. 


Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
the citizens of the reserved townships in Monroe 
county, Indiana, reported a bill for their relief, | 
granting them a quantity of land for the use of | 
schools in said township, in lieu of the 16th sec- | 
tion in said township, which was granted by Con- | 
gress to the State for the use and benefit of a State | 
college; which bill was read twice, and committed 
ito a Committee of the Whole House, and made | 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered to | 
be printed. 


be discharged from the further consideration of the 
epyiestion of the representatives of Louis Tesson, 
ali 


as Horoni; which, upon motion, was ordered to | 


lie on the table. 
The House then took up the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. Gumer, of Georgia. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to communicate to this House all correspondence | 
which he may have had, or information in his pos- | 
session, in relation to the death of Hardeman 
Owens, a citizen of Alabama, who was lately put | 
to death by a party of regular soldiers; whether 
said Owens was put to death in pursuance of orders 
from the War Department, or any officer of the | 
United States; and that he also communicate to 
this House any correspondence which he may 
have had, or other information in his possession, 
in relation to any obstructions thrown in the way 
of the execution of the process of the courts of | 





Alabama, issued for the purpose of bringing to | 
trial those by whom said Owens was killed; and | 
any correspondence in relation to the removal of | 
said prosecutions to the district court of the United | 
States. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY having the floor from the | 
previous day, gave way to Mr. Crary. | 


Mr. CLAY said, when he submitted some brief | 
remarks on this subject the other day, owing to | 
the general terms of the resolution, and his inability | 
to hear the remarks of the gentleman from Geor- | 
gia, at the distance he was from him, he objected 
to the resolution, because he did not perceive that 
its adoption would lead to the attainment of any 
practical purpose. But Mr. C. said, that, as he 
understood from remarks subsequently made by 
his colleague, [Mr. Lewis,] that the widow and | 
children of the deceased had suffered injury, in the | 
loss of property, and that facts might be elicited | 
by the resolution which might lead to restitution; | 
and as he had moreover understood that the offi- | 
cers in command of Fort Mitchell were charged | 
with having sent off beyond the jurisdiction of the 
courts of Alabama, or facilitated the escape of the | 
soldier or soldiers charged with the homicide, he | 
should withdraw all opposition to the inquiry | 
sought. A practical purpose is now said to be | 
within the scope of the resolution, and he hoped 
it would be adopted by general consent. | 

Mr. C. also said, he would take this occasion to 





correct an error into which he was now informed | 
he had fallen, when he submitted the remarks allu- | 


ded to the other day. Mr. C. said he had then || 


admitted what he believed to be true, that Major Mc- | 
Iatosh had, in the first instance, resisted or obstructed | 
the execution of process within the fort; but that he | 
had been promptly instructed by the Secretary of | 
War not only to submit to process himself, but to | 
afford all the facility in his power for its execution | 
upon others under his command. Mr. C. said he | 
had since been informed, by a gentleman entitled 
to implicit confidence, that he had done injustice 

to Major Mcintosh, who (as Mr. C’s informant 
said) never had resisted or obstructed the execu- 





it, and he was therefore induced to move the pre- 
| vious question. : 
| The House refused to second the call—ayes 98, 


|, noes 104. 
Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private || 


Mr. HARDIN then said that he understood that 
_ Mr. Owens had been living quietly and peaceably 
on the lands, when he was shot down by a party 
| of the military, acting under the order of a higher 
authority; and, under these circumstances, the 
| House were surely bound to ascertain by what 
| authority he was thus put to death. He contended 
_ that the rights of the United States over the lands 
_ ceded by the Indians to them, gave them no other 
rights than those which should devolve upon in- 
dividuals purchasing; if Owens, then, was killed 


|| for merely living on the Indian lands, upon what 
Mr. CARR, from the same committee, asked to | 


principle could his death be justified? Whoever 


|| did the act, although in obedience to orders, was 


guiity—the soldiers, as well as the deputy mar- 
shal, or the person who directed the deputy mar- 
| shal. Yet, under the circumstances, the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Cray] could not see any 
| practical object to result from the adoption of the 
| resolution. 
| Mr. CLAY remarked that he had not been 
| heard by the member, when this day he withdrew 
| his objections to it. 
| Mr. HARDIN resumed and said, that he wanted 
_to know who issued the orders; that whatever 
| was his situation, who had directed such measures, 
| or who dared to issue orders to shoot a man down 
| merely because he was living on the public lands 
| of the Government, should be held accountable for 


|) it. It behooved every man to condemn such con- 


/duct. He did not know whether the act had 
| Originated with the marshal or with the officer 
| commanding; but whoever was the cause, him 
| only the resolution would affect. 
| Another part of this transaction to which he 
wished toadvert, and which required investigation, 
| was the attempt to transplant the proceedings in 
| this case from the judicial tribunals of Alabama 
to the Federal courts. He denied this right, and 
contended that the parties should be tried for the 
| offence by the State courts of Alabama. There 
| appeared to bea disposition to extend the judiciary 


| system of the Federal Government into the States; | 


but the General Government had no right to ex- 
tend it. If this was permitted, he thought they 
might as well take away the State governments 


atonce. He would vote for the resolution, as an || 
outrage had been committed, by which the life of 
|| a citizen was violated, and which it was the duty 


| of the House to have investigated. 
| Mr. MARDIS did not rise to discuss the merits 
of the resolution, as this did not appear to be neces- 
| sary. The honorable member (Mr. Harpin] was 
discussing a subject which there did not appear to 
| beany objection made to have ans into. Did 
| not that member recollect that by going into it 
| now he was prejudging the case of some indi- 
| viduals? He hoped that there would not be any 
| further discussion upon it, and that the resolution 
| would be adopted unanimously. 
| Mr. WILDE deprecated unnecessary discus- 
| sion as much as any member, but he must rise to 
| protest against the ground upon which the reso- 


| lution was advocated by some gentlemen. The 
_argument was, that the resolution was to grant 
restitution of property. It was not, it seemed, to 
| be to make inquiry why a citizen’s life was taken 


away. ‘The time was passed, that it was enough 


| to say, Iam a Roman citizen, or that the death of 


_an American citizen did not furnish ground for 
| inquiry. 

| The resolution was then agreed to. 

| ‘The resolution submitted by Mr. MERCER, 


| relative to the duties of the committees, was post- 
poned until Tuesday next. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. SEVIER, to 
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suspend patents of lands, and that submitted by 


Mr. FOOT, to organize the Treasury Departmeni, 


were agreed to. 

The resolution submitted 4 Mr. MARDIS, to 
instruct the Committee of Ways and Means to 
report a bill regulating the deposites of the public 
money, — up in its order, 

Mr. MARDIS was prevented from addressing 
the House by the expiration of the hour for morn- 
ing business, and the House preceeded to the order 
of the day, being the 


REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
motion to refer the report of the Secretary of the 


Treasury on the deposites to the Committee of 


Waysand Means, the question being on the amend- 
ment submitted by Mr, Jones, as an amendment 
to that previously submitted by Mr. McDurriz, 
viz: to add to the motion for reference the foliow- 
ing instructions to that committee: ** Inquire into 
* the expediency of depositing the revenue hereafter 
‘collected in the State banks, in the different 
* States where the same is coilected, in proportion 
‘to their respective capitals paid in, and to pre- 
‘scribe the terms on which the same shall be 
* deposited; and to report by bill or otherwise.” 


Mr. MUHLENBERG rose and said, that this 
was merely a preliminary question, the decision 
of which would not affect the decision of the main 
question. It was merely a question whether the 
subject should go to the committee, with or with- 
out instructions. The question had been under 
consideration the greater part of seventy days, and 
he thought it quite time to decide it. The country 
was calling for it in every direction. He felt com- 
pelled, therefore, from an imperious sense of duty 
to call for the eerie quesuon. 

a CHILTON asked a call of the House. 

e SPEAKER stated that the call of the House 

Was not in order, as there was a motion for the 

Eero question, which was not yet decided. 

he question was now whether the House would 
second the motion for the previous question. 

Mr. WILDE said, there was a principle of 
courtesy which was above any consideration upon 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Muu enserc] head made his motion for the pre- 
vious question. He considered that after what 
had been said in the debate, in relation to his con- 
nexion with the Committee of Ways and Means, 


| that he had a right to expect from the House an 
| opportunity of being heard. By the courtesy of 





the House he was entitled to make a reply to some 


_ of those who had participated in the debate.. He, 


therefore, appealed to the gentleman for the with- 
drawal of his motion. 
Mr. CHILTON appealed from the decision of 


| the Chair on the question of order, and he argued 


at some length to prove that a call of the House 
could be required at any time. 
The SPEAKER went fully into the grounds of 


| the decision, stated that the practice of the House 


had not been uniform, and expressed a wish that 
the House would now solemnly settle the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BURGES said there was no good reason 
for not calling the House before the seconding of 
the previous question. If there was a necessity 
for the call, it existed before the motion for the 
previous question was put. 

After some remarks from Mr. HARDIN, Mr. 
CHILTON withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS renewed the appeal. He 
thought, he said, that the decision of the Chair 
was incorrect. It appeared to him that if there 
was ever an occasion for the presence of all the 
members, it was precisely when the previous 

uestion was demanded. The decision of the 
Speaker rested on the technical construction of the 
rule, and he thought it ought to be-reversed. ~* 


The SPEAKER aaid, that he was never more 
satisfied with the correctness of a decision than 
that which he had now given. He was perfectly 
satisfied that it was correct, according to the rules 
and usages of the House. But he only felt solicit- 
ous for the distinct settlement of the question, as 
it was one of much importance in reference to the 
future despatch of business: 


Mr. FOSTER, Mr. VINTON, Mr.GHOLSON, 
and Mr. CLAYTON, also made some remarks in 
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opposition to the decision of the Chair, and Mr. 
BROWN, of New York, in support of it. 

Mr. WILDEasked whether, before the decision 
of the House on the a 1, it would be in order 
to move a call of the Sie 

The SPEAKER replied that it would not be in 


rder. 
Mr. WILDE then demanded the yeas and nays 
on the appeal, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CHILTON remarked that there was noth- 
ing in the rule of the House that forbade a call of 
the House, and hoped that upon a great question 
like this, the fundamental rights of their constitu- 
ents to give, through their representatives, a vote, 
would be respected. __ 

Mr. BYNUM said he did not rise so much to 
enter the discussion of the parliamentary usages of 
the House, in relation to the subject under debate, 
as to reply to the remarks of his honorable friend 
from Virginia, [Mr. Gioxson,} and the gentleman 
from Georgia, who had just taken his seat. Mr. 
B. said he had heretofore invariably voted against 
the call of the previous question. His object had 
been to allow the fullest latitude to a free discus- 
sion of the subject then before them, which had 
been carried on upwards of two months, without 
interruption, and which he thought, in all con- 
science, a reasonable length of time for the discus- 
sion of onesubject. But the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia had said, or insinuated, that the 
House was about to use the brutal force of num- 
bers to puta stop to the debate. This he denied, 
and contended that he had every disposition to 
extend to every gentleman on the floor an oppor- 
tunity to address the House, but that he thought 
such was the natureof this protracted debate, and 
the circumstances growing out of it, that the inter- 
est of the country at large required that it should 
be terminated in some form or other; that hundreds 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars of the peo- 
ple’s money had been spent.in this protracted dis- 
cussion, without the least benefit, in his judgment, 
being afforded to the nation ; he could not, therefore, 
upon grounds of policy, feel himself justified in 
voting in favor of a continuation of so fruitless a 
discussion. Mr. B. said that the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Crarron,] had stated, that he 
thought ita very hard case that a call of the House 
should not be made, in order to allow gentlemen 
who were absent an opportunity of voting. Mr. 
B. said, he could not recognize the principle of 
having a call of the House on every occasion to 

et members in to vote. He thought it rather their 
Say to be in their seats, and that 7 should be 
excused only for sickness or unavoidable absence, 
for which he had no doubt they always would be 
excused both by the House and their constituents, 
to whom they were more immediately responsible. 
He, therefore, thought there was little weight in 
the argument of the gentleman from Georgia in 
relation to the hardness of the cases of those who 
were absent. Gentlemen had complained, said 
Mr. B., of the majority’s determination to bring 
this debate to a close—he thought this complaint 
wholly unfounded. Who (he asked) was most 
responsible for this protracted discussion? Who 
would be censured for the evil consequences which 
had, and would continue to grow out of it? The 
friends of the Administration, nodoubt. Yes, sir, 
the very party that now is opposed to the termina- 
tion of this already too protracted and perplexing 
question, will be the first to cry out, in voices of 
bitterest censure, against the majority in favor of 
the Administration having suffered so much time 
of the House to be consumed at such enormous 
expense to the country in idle and profitless debate; 
that they had the power to put a stop to it when- 
ever they might havethought proper. He thought 
courtesy at this time required immediate action on 
the subject. Indeed, gentlemen of the opposition 
had so declared themselves, again and again. 

Mr: B. was proceeding to show that the present 
excitement in the country was owing more to the 
incertitude of the action of the House on the sub- 
ject than to the simple act of the removal of the 
deposites, when the debate was arrested by the 
Speaker’s informing Mr. B. that the merits of the 
question could not be gone into on the motion for 
a call of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS believed that a call of the 
House was at all times in order, as it was prelimi- 
nary to, and necessary to, all other questions. He 
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would move a call of the House before the question | 
on the appeal was taken. 

The SPEAKER decided that this motion was | 
not in order. 

Mr. WAYNE considered, as the House was 
not in possession of the motion for the previous || 
question, the call of the House was then in order. 

Mr. REED said that the very seconding of the 
question was the decision of the House, and which || 
must ultimately affect the question. He hoped | 
that the decision made by the Speaker would be 
reversed. 

Mr. BURGES deemed the continuance of the 
present question in debate as one of the most im- | 
portant questions that ever had been presented. || 

The SPEAKER called to order. || 

Mr. B. continued and said, he desired therefore || 
to have a full expression of the representative || 
voice, that the fetters of tyranny should not be | 
riveted so as that on this great question hereafter 
no man could say in excuse that he was not here 
to vote upon it. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY said he would not debate || 
the merits of the question, but he meant to call || 
the attention of the House to what had been its | 
practice on former occasions; and in doing so he || 
could not help adverting to the former vote given || 
by the honorable member from Rhode Island, two | 
years ago, upon an occasion which that honorable || 
member must well remember. Notwithstanding 
the horror which he now expresses against the call | 
for the previous question, he had twice concurred || 
in such a call on one and the same day, to carry | 
through the question of rechartering the Bank of 
the United States. Then there was not a word | 
from him as to tyranny. If the present call was | 
tyranny, what, he asked, was the conduct of those | 
acting then with him? 

The SPEAKER rose to order. | 
After a few remarks from Mr. BURGES and 
Mr. BEARDSLEY, | 

Mr. ADAMS said it was his intention to have || 
asked the member from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mout- | 
ENBERG] to withdraw his motion for the previous 
question, that he might have addressed a few re- 
marks, not on the merits of this question, but to | 
show that the report of the Secretary ought not to | 
be sent to the Committee of Ways and Means | 
without the instructions moved by the member 
from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrte;] but as a | 
similar favor had been refused to another member, 
he could not, with propriety, now make the re- | 
quest. He hoped, however, hereafter to have an | 
opportunity of addressing the House on the ab- || 
stract question; and feeling, then, unwilling to || 
waste the time of the House, and at the same time 
desirous to avoid a decision upon what he feared 
would be a most pernicious precedent, he would |, 
withdraw his appeal from the decision of the || 
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Chair. 
Mr. FOSTER, however, renewed the appeal, | 
and the question thereon being stated— 
Mr. HARDIN remarked, he regretted to differ | 
with his friends, but he must say that the call of | 
the House was not in order after the previous | 
question was moved. 
The House sustained the decision of the Chair 
by the following vote—115 to 112. | 
The question was then taken on the call for the | 
previous question, and the call was seconded by | 
the House, bv a vote of—115 to 109. 
on CHILTON then moved acallof the House. 
st. ! 

The question being, ‘‘Shall the main question || 
be now put?” the yeas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. BURGES moved that the House do now | 
adjourn; and thereupon asked the yeasand nays, | 
which were ordered. 

The question being then taken on the motion 
for adjournment, it was decided in the negative— | 
yeas 84, nays 142, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Heman 
Allen, Chilton Allan, Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Bar- | 
ringer, Bates, Beatty, James M. Bell, Binney, 
Briggs, Bull, Burd, Burges, Chambers, Chilton, | 
Choate, Claiborne, William Clerk, Clayton, Clow- 
ney, Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, War- | 
ren R. Davis, Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, | 
Deming, Denny, Dennis, Dickson, Evans, Ed- | 
ward Everett, Horace Everett, Felder, Foot, Fos- || 
ter, Fulton, Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Gorham, 
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Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Jabez 
W. Huntington, William Cost Johnson, Lewis, 
Martindale, Marshall, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Moore, Pinckney, Potis, Reed, 
Selden, W. B. Shepard, W. Slade, Sloane, Span- 
giers Wm. P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Tomp- 

ins, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Ed- 


| ward D. White, Frederick Whittlesey, Williams, 


Wilson, and Young—84. 
NAYS—Messra. John Adama, John J. Allen, 


| William Allen, Archer, Baylies, Beale, Bean, 
|| Beardsley, Beaumont, John Bell, James Blair, 
|| John Blair, Bockee, Bodle, Boon, Brown, Bunch, 
| Burns, Bynum, Cage, Cambreleng, Carmichael, 


Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, 
Coffee, Connor, Cramer, Day, Philemon Dicker- 
son, David W. Dickinson, Duncan, Dunlap, Ew- 
ing, Fillmore, Forester, Fowler, Philo C. Fuller, 


| William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Gilmer, 
|| Graham, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, 
|| Hamer, Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 
| Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Henderson, Hies- 


ter, Howell, Hubbard, Abel Huntington, Inge, 
Jarvis, Richard M. Johvson, Noadiah Johnson, 


| Cave Johnson, Seaborn Jones, maeees Jones, 


Kavanagh, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
orte, Lawrence, G. W. Lay, Luke Lee, Leavitt, 
ove, Loyall, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, 

Joel K. Mann, Mardis, Moses Mason, John Y, 

Mason, McCarty, Mclntire, McKay, McKim, 

McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, H. Mitch- 

ell, Robert Mitchell, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Os- 

good, Page, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, 

Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pier- 

son, Plummer, Polk, Pope, Rameay, Rencher, 

Shenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, Shinn, 

Charles Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, Stod- 

dert, Sutherland, William Taylor, F. Thomas, 

Thomson, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Van Hou- 

ten, Wagener, Ward, Wardwell, Wayne, Web- 

ster, Whallon, C. P. White, Elieha Whittlesey, 

Wilde, and Wise—142 


Mr. CHILTON again moved a call ef the 


‘| House. 


The CHAIR decided that the motion was not in 
order, as the House had just decided against the 
motion. 


The yeas and nays were then taken on the ques- 
tion, whether the main question should be now put, 
and it was decided in the offirmative—yeas 116, 
nays 112, as follows: 

YEAS—Meesrs. John Adams, William Allen, 
Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, John Beli, 
James Blair, John Blair, Bockee, Bodie, Boon, 


| Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, Cambreleng, Car- 


michael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, Samuel Clark, 
Clay, Coffee, Conner, Cramer, Day, Dickerson, 
Dickinson, Dunlap, Forester, Fowler, William K. 
Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, Joseph Hall, Thomas H. 
Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Joseph M. Har- 

er, Harrison, Flathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
eco Howell, Hubbard, Abel Huntington, 
Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah John- 
son, Cave Johnson, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, 
Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lawrence, 
L. Lea, Leavitt, Lucas, Lyon,Lytle,Abijah Mann, 
Joel K. Mann, Mardis, * the pc cCarty; 
Mclntire, McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, 
McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, 


|| Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, Par- 
|| ker, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Peyton, Franklin 
'| Pierce, Pierson, Polk, Pope, Schenck, Schley, 


Shinn, Charles Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, 
Stoddert, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis 
Thomas, Thompson, Turner, Turrill, Vanderpoel, 
Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Wurd well, Wayne, 
Webster, Whallon, Campbell P. White—116. 
NA YS—Messrs. J. Q@. Adams, Heman Allen, 
Jobn J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, 
Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Baylies, Beatty, 
James M. Bell, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Burd, Burges, 
Cage, Chambers, Chilton, Chinn, Choate, Ciai- 
borne, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, Corwin, 
Coulter, Crane, Crockett, Darlington, Warren R, 
Davis, Amos Davis, Davenport, Deberry, Deming, 
Denny, Dennis, Dickson, Duncan, Evans, Edward 
Everett, Horace Everett, Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, 
Foot, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, 
Gholson, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Graham, 





| Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, 


Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hard, ‘| Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, 
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Lay, Lewis, Love, Loyall, 


Seaborn Jones, King, 
1, John Y. Mason, McComas, 


Martindale, Marsha 





| 


i 
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gress for the improvement of the Wabash river; 


McDuffie, McKennan, Mercer, Milligan, Moore, || which was referred to the Committee on Roads 
Patton, Pinckney, Plummer, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, | and Canals. 

Rencher, Selden, William B. Shepard, Augustine || 
H. Shepperd, William Slade, Sloane, Spangier, || Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of 
Williem P. Taylor, Philemon Thomas, Tompkins, || Thomas S. Martin. 


Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Edward D. | 


White, F. Whittlesey, Elisha Whittiesey, Wilde, | 


Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young—112. 


| 
} 


Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays on the } 


main question, and they were ordered. | 
The main question, on the motion of Mr. POLK, 


| 


to refer the lever of the Secretary of the Treasury | 


to the Committee of Ways and 
taken, and decided in the affirmative, as follows: 


Baylies, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Beaumont, 
John Bell, James Blair, John Biair, Bockee, 
Bodie, Boon, Brown, Bunch, Burns, Bynum, 
Cambreleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chaney, 
Chinn, Samuel Clark, Clay, Coffee, Connor, 
Coulter, Cramer, Davenport, Day, Philemon Dick- 
erson, David W. Dickinson, Dunlap, Ewing, 
Forester, Fowler, William K. Fuller, Galbraith,: 
Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Joseph Hail, Thomas | 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, Joseph M. | 
Harper, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, | 
Henderson, Howell, Hubbard, Abel Huntington, 

Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah John- 

son, Cave Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Benjamin 

Jones, Kavanagh, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, 

Laporte, Lawrence, Lea, Leavitt, Loyall, Lucas, 

Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mar- | 
dis, John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, McCarty, 

McIntire, McKay, McKim, McKinley, McLene, | 
McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitch- 

eil, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Page, Parks, | 
Parker, Patton, Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Pey- 
ton, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, 
Pope, Schenck, Schley, Selden, Shinn, Charles | 
Slade, Smith, Speight, Standifer, Stoddert, Suth- 

erland, William wien, William P. Taylor, 
Francis Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, Van- 
derpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, Ward- 
well, Wayne, Webster, Whallon, Campbell P. 
White—130. 

NA YS—Messrs. J. Q. Adams, Heman Allen, 
John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, Archer, Ashley, 
Banks, Barber, Barnitz, Barringer, Bates, Beatty, 
Jas. M. Bell, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Burd, Burges, 
Cage, Chambers, Chilton, Choate, Claiborne, 
Wa. Clark, Clayton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, 
Crockett, Darlington, Warren R. Davis, Amos 
Davis, Deberry, Deming, Denny, Dennis, John 








Dickson, Duncan, Evans, Edward Everett, Horace | 
Everett, Felder, Fillmore, Foot, Foster, Philo C. | 
Fuller, Fulton, Gamble, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- || 


ham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, 
Hard, Hardin, James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, 
Hiester, J. W. Huntington, William Cost John- 
son, Lay, Lewis, Love, Martindale, Marshall, 
McComas, McDuffie, McKennan, Mercer, Mil- 
ligan, Moore, Pinckney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, 
Rencher, William B. Shepard, A. H. Shepperd, 
W. Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Philemon Thomas, 
Tompkins, Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, 
Edward D. White, F. Whittlesey, Elisha Whit- 
tlesey, Wilde, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young 

Mr. JONES, of Georgia, asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer a resolution for the 
instruction of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Refused. 

On motion, the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, February 19, 1834. 


amnhy ered iaee || upon the table until other bills of a similar charac- 


YEAS—Mesers. John Adame, William Allen, || “Sy, PolnDiek 








Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the memorial of the Legislature of Alabama, 
relative to a grant of lands for the endowment of 
male and female academies. Mr. P, stated the 
committee had the subject at large before them, and 
they thought it unnecessary to report specificaliy 
upon this memorial. He moved that it be laid 


Mr. POINDEXTER, agreeably to notice, intro- 


| duced a bill limiting the time of advertising public 
| lands for sale at not less than four, nor more than 
| six months; which was read twice and commit- 
| ted. 

Mr. LINN asked that the report of the Com- Kean] thou 
| mittee on Private Land Claims, on the petition of.|| rials. For Fimsclf, he woul 
| Colonel White, together with the petition and ac- | 


companying documents, be printed; which was so | 


ordered. 

Mr. TOMLINSON presented the memorial of 
the Selectmen of Norwalk, Connecticut, asking an 
appropriation for the improvement of that har- | 
bor; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported a bill, from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of certain pensioners, with various amend- 
ments. 

Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill from the House of 
Representatives, without amendment, for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Dr. John Berrien. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the petition of 
the officers and the crew of the privateer General 
Armstrong, asking remuneration for services per- 
formed during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented the proceedings 
of a meeting of citizens of New York, disapprov- 
ing of the course of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in removing the deposites, and asking their resto- 
ration to the.Bank of the United States. 

Also, the proceedings of a great Democratic 
Republican meeting, held in the Park, city of New 
York, sustaining the Administration in its meas- 
ures in removing the deposites from the Bank of 
the United States. 

Also, the proceedings of a numerous meeting of 
Democratic citizens at Tammany Hall, in New 
York, (which was brought to this city by a highly 
respectable committee,) of similar import with 
those at the Park. 

These several proceedings were read, referred 


printed 

Petitions of a _— nature were presented b 
Messrs. TIPTON and TALLMADGE; whic 
were referred to the usual committees. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 

By Mr. TIPTON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be directed to inquire into the expediency of au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to correct 
an erroneous entry of the numbers of three sec- 
tions of the lands granted to aid the State of Indi- 
ana in constructing a road from the Ohio river to 
Lake Michigan. 

By Mr. EWING: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the justice and expe- 
diency of paying to George C. Johnson, out of 


A message was received from the President of | the annuities accruing to the Shawnee nation of 
the United States, by Mr. Donexson, his Private || Indians, the amount of ten several bonds for 


Secretary. 

Mr. KANE presented the petition of sundry 
inhabitants of lilinois, praying the passage of a 
preémption law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Lucy 

mis. 


to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 


$2,000 
each, which he holds against the chiefs and war- 


now agitates the country. He 





| tempted to be prostrated—had been struck at, and 
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Jabez W. Huntington, William Cost Johnson, Mr. TIPTON presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Indiana, asking an appropriation by Con- 





tted to say 
that both the memorials contained expressions 
which did not meet his approbation. 

He moved that they be separately read, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and be 
printed. 

After the memorials were read, 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, said, it was with great 
reluctance that he rose at any time to say anything 
upon petitions or memorials presented to the Sen. 
ate. But the characters of both these memorials 
are so exceptionable, that the Senate owed it to its 
own dignity and the preservation of its own char- 
acter, to refuse to print them, but should lay them 
on the table, where they ought to lie, under the 
indignant frown of the Senate. If we allow de- 
nunciations of the Senate, and its presiding officer, 
in such unqualified terms, where shall we stop? 
It is right that gentlemen should state the substance 
of petitions on presenting them, and if they are 
found calculated to mislead the public mind, we 
should refuse to countenance them. He regretted 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mc- 
ht it his duty to present these memo- 
not have done so. 
He made no exception to a decent expression of 
opinion. The doors of the Senate and the ears of 
Senators were open, and they would always 
be heard. But where denunciation, abuse, and 
calumny characterized their petitions, we should 
suffer ourselves to be merely the channel through 
which denunciatory pamphlets, not calculated to 
promote the interests of the country, were sent 
abroad, if they were to be received, printed, and 
referred. He was certain no Senator here thought 
they ought to be received; and with permission of 
the gentleman who presented them, he would 
make a motion to that effect. 

Mr. McKEAN said, he felt no anxiety that his 
motion should prevail. He had consulted his col- 
league on the subject, who thought it was better 
to present them. He stated, on presenting them, 
that they contained expfessions which he depre- 
cated, and he did so still. But he had brought the 
memorials before the Senate; he disapproved of 
their language, and he hoped he should receive no 
more of them. The gentleman (Mr. Kine] might 
make the motion if he chose. 

Mr. KING then moved that the Senate refuse 
to receive the memorials. 

Mr. FORSYTH observed that there were ex- 
pressions in these memorials which were certainly 
very offensive, and in very bad taste. But hedid 
not know how the Senate could prescribe the 
manner in which the people should express them- 
selves either to this or any other body. He had 
no objection to laying these memorials on the 
table; but he objected to refusing to receive them; 
for there was scarcely one presented here which 
did not contain some senor expressions, 
He did not defend these; they were very obnox- 
ious, and in bad taste; but he held that the people 
had a right to express themselves, and they had 
also a right to choose the language in which to 
convey their expressions. He hoped the gentle- 
man [Mr. Kine] would not press his motion, but 
allow them to lie on the table. 

Mr. SPRAGUE entirely concurred with the 
gentleman who had just sat down, that the expres- 
sions were highly offensive. Butin times like the 
present, when the people were laboring under 
severe pressure and distress, and the most gloomy 
apprehensions of its continuance, he for one, would 
not refuse to hear them, in any language, and the 
Senate were bound to listen to them. The ex- 
pressions in the first memorial which was read 
referred to the Senate—they were certainly very 
disrespectful in calling this an aristocratic body, 
but we could not close our ears to them; and if 
people were taught to view this body as dangerous 
to the liberties of the people, let us hear their voice. 
This was not the first time the Senate had been at- 


we could not ward off the blow by refusing to re- 


| ceive them. He would not consent to print them, 





| Tiors of said nation. but he held that the people had a right to send their 


Mr. McKEAN presented a memorial from a | memorials here, and we were bound to receive 
meeting of citizens of the county of Erie, in the | them, and bound to give them such consideration 
extreme west of the State of Pennsylvania; and || as they merited. But the reflections upon the pre- 
| also another from a meeting of citizens inGerman- | siding officer of the Senate were peculiarly offen- 
| town, in the extreme east of the State; both ex- | sive and objectionable, and he would be among the 
'' preasing directly opposite views onthe topic which | foremost to condemn it, because that officer had 
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not an opportunity to answer them, by reason of 
his having no voice here. 

Mr. MANGUM coincided with the sentiments 
expressed by the iggy oe in regard to the terms 
of these memorials. As regarded the reflections 
upon the Senate, he would observe, that in every 
nation in Christendom the Court language was 
considered the standard of purity, and he thought 
the memorialists had not departed widely from 
the Court language here. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, consented to a his 
motion to lay the memorials on the table. But if 
we were to sit here and receive violent abuse, and 
individual Senators calumniated, we would have 
but little to do. He did not exactly understand 
the gentleman’s (Mr. Mancum] Court language! 
Did the gentleman assimilate the abusive epithets 
in these papers to the Court language? 

Mr. SMITH said, it was the undoubted right 
of every American citizen to address themselves 
to Congress to make known their wants; but this 
right should be enjoyed by addressing Congress 
in respectful language. He was disposed to 
observe the same rule here which prevailed in the 
courts of law. The right of petitioning the courts 
for a redress of grievances was guarantied to the 
citizen; but if he should address the chancellor in 
scurrilous language, would he receive the petition 
or complaint? Certainly not. He recollected an 
instance of an application to the chancellor, and it 
was referred to the master to expunge the offen- 
sive passages; and the chancellor observed, that if 
another simpar instance occurred he would inquire 
who draft he application. Mr. S. would re- 
ons these memorials, but would lay them on the 
table. 

Mr. BiB said, the right of petition and remon- 
strance was not the fight to abuse and degrade the 
body to whom the petitions were addressed; and 
it was the duty of the body thus reflected on to 

rotect itself, and it would be wanting in its duty 
if it failed to do it. The morals of the people and 
a respect for truth flowed, in a very considerable 
degree, from the examples of those in power. 
Example was more effectual than precept. He 
would not like the preacher who should say, do 
as | preach, regardless of my own conduct. He 
was disposed to adopt a medium course in refer- 
ence to these memorials; he would rather refer 
them to a committee, or an officer to be appointed, 
to strike out the objectionable parts; he was 
unwilling to let them lie on the table with those 
obnoxious words in them. And if he was at lib- 
erty, he would move to refer them to a committee 
to expunge the objectionable matters. 

Mr. POINDEXTER sail, that the right to 
petition Congress was guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion, but petitions should be couched in temperate, 
seopeetial language, and he was as ready as any 
Senator to treat with disrespect any petition couched 
in vituperative language, addressed to this body. 
But in reference to the memorial from Erie, there 
was some apology for the harshness of its lan- 
guage. They resided in a remote part of the 
country, and referred to a particular event, and 
connected with that, the character of the Senate 
as an aristocratic body. And he would ask, were 
we not to blame for this in a great measure? We 
had been told by a gentlemen here, in reference to 
this event, that the censure of the Senate was no 
reproach; and shall we, then, censure the citizens 
of Erie for reéchoing this language? Let us 
begin at home; let us begin here, and compel our 
own body to treat us with proper respect, and then 
we would commund the respect of the people. 
What are the people to believe, when they hear 
from a Senator on this floor that a rejection by 
the Senate is the high road to popular favor? But 
we were not without a higher precedent. A late 
message from the President of the United States 

the Senate with being guilty of a corrupt 
violation of the Constitution of the United States. 
Under this high sanction, then, the citizens of Erie 
are excusable for their warmth. He was willing 
to consider these petitions, and he was unwilling 
to treat them with rudeness, when he considered 
the sanction which they had received from the 
President. There were petitions here containing 
worre expressions than these. We could not 
expect to have them just as we would wish. He 
was willing, therefore, to refer them; they could not 
injure him; and he was willing to send them to the 





Committee on Finance, and let them go for what 
they were worth. 


Mr. KING then renewed his motion to lay on || 


the table; which was agreed to. 

The Senate aera to the special order 
of the day, being Mr. Ciay’s resolutions, and the 
report of the Committee on Finance on the 


REMOVAL OF THE DEPOSITES. 


Mr. WILKINS said, on the adjournment yes- 
terday, he was proceeding to ascribe the existing 
distrese in the community to the resentful deport- 
ment of the Bank of the United States itself—it 
was to be ascribed to measures of the bank inter- 
vening between the removal of the deposites and 
the pressure. There was ene or two facts more 
which he would offer as evidence of this disposi- 
tion. Anda prominent one was, the refusal of the 
bank to join the local banks in any arrangement for 
the reliet of the commercial community, when the 
bank well knew the Government and the Secretary 
would have gone hand in hand with them in the 
attainment of that object. Hence the State banks 
all over the country were memorializing Congress 
for the restoration of the deposites, because the 
bank was only to be thus appeased. Another fact 
of which there was undeniable evidence, was, its 
disposition to oppress the country by a resort, in 
August last, to breaking up the domestic exchanges 
between the Atlantic cities and the interior. The 
vast West, and particularly his city, at the head 
of the Ohio river, connected with the Mississippi, 
have feit this more sensibly than any other part of 
the country. This was two months anterior to the 
removal! of the deposites, and therefore that could 
not have produced it. The bank, by means of its 
great capital and extensive circulation of its notes, 
had complete control over the debts of the United 
States and the Comestic exchanges, and by refer- 
ring to the letter of Mr. Crawford in 1817, it would 
be found that the conduct of the bank, when con- 
sidered according to his views, fully justified the 
Secretary in the removal of the depusites, if he 
had had nothing else. The bank at that time was 
abo adopt a system of exchanges injurious to 
the cOuntry, and Mr. Crawford informed them 


that if they did so, the Government had no other | 


alternative but to take away the public deposites. 
Why, then, was there distress, unless it was 
caused by the bank itself? The late bank of Mr. 


Girard went down without creating any distress, | 


although his loans amounted to four miliions. He 
admitted that the bank ought to reduce its dis- 
counts, because of the removal of the deposites; 
but the reduction should be proportioned to the 
demand likely to be made onthem. But they were 
disproportioned, and holding as it did, the entire 
contrel over the currency, and holding the dis- 


counts of the country in its hands, there was no | 


necessity for its pursuing such a course, and 
entailing calamity on the country. He referred to 
the newspapers of the day, as proving that the 


removal was not thought of any consequence to || 


the bank. 

It was asked, what could the bank do to relieve 
the country? He answered, everything. It was 
rich and powerful, and by a single breath could 
restore confidence in the community—let it cease 
any further curtailment—stand still—restore amity 
between itself and the local banks, and the Sec- 
retary would go hand in hand, and do all in the 
power of the Department to restore confidence in 
the commercial community, and dispel embar- 
rassment. If the termination of the charter was 
not near enough to justify the removal, it has not 
approached near enough to justify such excessive 
curtailments. It ought to go to the verge of the 
precipice, and even peril its own safety to give 
relief—its hostile attitude to the Government ought 
to be no impediment. Its notes cannot be affected. 
They are secured as a legal tender in payment 
of debts, and they are admitted to be. perfectly. 
sound and solvent. Indeed, the bank is said to 
be the soundest and safest in the world; and if 
80, why. not grant relief? In March, 183], it 

rted with a portion of its coin as surplus specie, 
Couiee afterwards six millions of hard dollars in 
its vaulis, which, added to its other available 


| funds, amounted to fifteen millions and upwards; 





and it had a circulation to meet this of only 
nineteen millions. In the last month it has de- 
creased its business more than one million, and 





added half a million of specie to its vaults. In 
Pittsburg, the reduction from the maximum of its 
loans, in one year, was (he spoke in round num- 
bers) $557,000, and in the twolast months, $72,000, 
extorted from the citizens of Pittsburg, when the 
bank was perfectly safe from all accident, and be- 
yond the reach of the world. And in Boston, in 
the same period, a curtailment of $600,000 had 
taken place. Mr. W. proceeded to show the 
| views of Mr. Biddle as to the readiest means of 
| averting a panic, and contended that he could dis- 
pel the embarrassment, and by the magic of his 
pen, afford relief in a moment. Mr. W. adverted 
| to the House of Representatives’s report of the 

spring of 1832, page 460, to the anewer of Mr. 
Biddle to a question put by Mr. McDuffie, one of 
the committee of investigation. 

(Here Mr. W. read Mr. Biddle’s answer, de- 
tailing the account of the panic in 1825 in Eng- 
land, when the Bank of England was about sus- 
pending —_— payments, from which national 
calamity the country was only saved by the time- 
ly arrival of 200,000 sovereigns, and the discovery, 
accidentally, of a large quantity of one pound 
notes in the vaults of the bank.] 

This Mr. W. considered strong evidence of 
what the Bank of the United States could do to 
give relief, and was conclusive of its ability, in 
that respect, when taken in connexion with the 
fact that by an extension of discounts in New York 
of $50,000, the country was saved from a crisis of 
great —— and difficulty. 

(Mr. W. here read Mr. Biddle’s letter of in- 
structions to the branch in New York at that 
time. 

Why could not the bank (said Mr. W.) adopt 
| the same course on the present occasion, when it 
was not pressed for coin; when it owed nothing? 
| When coin was flowing into her vaults, why not 
let it out? When $50,000 before averted an ap- 








|| prehended calamity, why not adopt the same course 








|now? He denied that there was any disorder in 


|| the currency; there was nota single note of an 
] Bank of the United States in circulation, whic 


was not as good now as when the deposites were 
removed. Although at a small discount, apart 
from the vicinity of the bank issuing them, they 
are all promptly paid in coin on presentation at the 
counter, according to the promise on their face. 
The only real difference in them, arises from the 
expense of carrying them to the bank, and pro- 
curing the coin. But when the period arrives when 
some pay specie and others do not, then he would 
be willing to admit that the currency was disorder- 
ed. And when it is known that the circulation of 
the United States Bank notes could not be impair- 
ed, and could not be checked, where is the disorder? 
But the Secretary charges the bank with havin 
| exercised political power; and, if he has sustaine 
the position, no one will deny that it is of itself 
sufficient ground to justify the removal of the de- 
posites; for on the purity of our elections depends 
the integrity of the administration of the Govern- 
ment. In answer to this objection, the directors 
explain away the facts, but substantially admit 
them. And what should we think of the bank 
which would use the public funds for vilifying the 
public men of the country? The evidence of the 
charge was the best evidence of which the case 
was susceptible; for although the bank labors to 
conceal it, it admits the fact charged, but excuses 
itself, by saying it was for self-defence; thus yield- 
ing the point and going to the full extent of the 
principle. Could the same evidence be expected 
as was admissible in a court of justice? He was 
willing to yield to them the right of a proper 
expenditure in the publication of essays upon the 
currency and banking, and, indeed, he would say 
speeches and reports; but he would like to hear 
an explanation of the twenty or thirty thousand 
dollars expended for ‘‘miscellaneous’’ publications. 
Why conceal this, if it was only for self-defence ? 
Let them explain these expenditures for ‘* miscel- 
laneous”’ publications, and he would give up the 
charge of meddling in the polities of the country. 
| For if they only defend the bank, they should be 
disclosed to the people. He was opposed to the 
restoration of the deposites, because he was unwil- 
ling to yield to the bank; which, if it could force 
a restoration, would rule now and forever. Restore 
the deposites and the bank will continue its exces- 
sive curtailments; and how miserable must be our 
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country—now represented as the best and most 
prosperous on earth—which relies forits prosperity | 
on the restoration of the deposites. The report of | 
the late New York committee, who were on a visit | 
here, says the country is blessed with abundance, | 
and they spoke like men honorably relying on the | 
resources of the country. Frankly aenoting the | 
original question to be changed, he would yield for 
a moment, that it might not have been expedient | 
to remove the deposites; but as the act had been | 
fairly and honorably done, and the experiment | 
made, which must be made, the question presented | 
@ new aspect, and it would now only add to the 
disorders of the country to restore them. If the | 
bank is not to be rechartered, and he presumed it 
was conclusive that it would not be—why restore 
the deposites? If he could be satisfied that there 
was a reasonable likelihood of a recharter, he | 
would rise at midnight to vote for the restoration | 
of the deposites. 

There was one point more which he would ad- | 
vert to. It was said that the bank ought to have 
been proceeded against by scire facias, thus giving 
to the bank the advantage of a judge, and a trial 
by jury. If this course was calculated to meet all 
the errors and abuses charged against it, he would 
admit the justice of the argument. The charter 
says, either the President or Congress may direct | 
a scire facias to be issued in case of a violation of | 
the charter. But for other vast abuses, nate 
above a mere violation of the charter, the proceed- | 
ing by scire facias is not to be used, but the removal | 
of the deposites resorted to. For interfering in the | 
politics of the country, for proceeding in various || 
ways to cripple the commerce of the country, the | 
seire facias affords no remedy. But suppose Con- || 
gress had ordered a soire facias, would not the || 
removal of the deposites also follow of course? 
W ould you pursue the judicial proceeding, and yet | 
leave the deposites? To preventa greater disorder of 
the currency the Administration pursued the most 
discreet course? For if the removal of the deposites 
could affect the country so seriously, what would 
have been the consequence of a total overthrow of | 
the bank? Mr. W. said hegave way to no despond- 
ency—he feared no revolution, present or prospect- 
ive. The bank might control the currency of the | 





country, and. preduce distress for a time, but it | 
would emerge from it with still greater strength; 
and while it was attempting to arrogate to itself 

ower over the Government, he would appeal to 
bis own State to resist its unwarrantable essump- | 
tion, and call on Congress to drive back so usurp- 
ing an institution. 

Mr. TYLER obtained the floor, and moved an 
adjournment. He gave way, however, at the in- 
stance of 

Mr. CLAY, who suggested that considerable 
business had accumulated, and the usual hour of | 
adjournment not having arrived, he hoped that the 
Senate would continue its session, and dispose || 
of a portion of it. 

Mr. TYLER withdrew his motion for adjourn- | 
ment. 

Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted a resolution, | 
which lies one day, restricting the issuing of any | 
notes within the District of Columbia, of a less | 
denomination than five dollars. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The resolutions of Messrs. Cuampers, Tipron, 
and Henpraicks, previously submitted, were taken | 
up and adopted. 

The bill to repeal the force bill was then taken | 
up, and, on motion of Mr. CALHOUN, made the 
order of the day for Monday fortnight. 

Mr. CLAY presented the memorial of sundry | 
citizens of New York, praying an extension of | 
time for the payment of revenue bonds; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The special order, being Mr. Crayv’s resolution || 





postponed till Monday next. ! 
On motion of Mr. TYLER, | 
The Senate adjourned. 
—————— 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wepnespayr, February 19, 1834. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions, reported a bill for the relief of Manassah | 
U, Stith; which was read twice and committed. | 
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Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the select 
committee on coins, reported a bill regulating the 


value of certain foreign gold coins in the United |: 


States. Read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill concerning the gold and 
silver coins of the United States, and for other 
purposes. Read twice, committed, and, together 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on the Public 
Buildings, made a report on the subject of the 
public buildings; which, on his motion, was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 


The following resolution, submitted on the 14th 
ultimo by Mr. Marois, of Alabama, was taken 


up: 
‘Runkel, That the Committee of Ways and 


Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of designating by law the future depository of the 
public moneys of the United States; and, also, as 
to the expediency of defining by law all contracts 
hereafter to be made with the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the safe-keeping, manage- 
ment, and disbursement of the same. 


Mr. MARDIS then modified his resolution, so 
as to make it read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of reporting a bill requiring the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deposite the public moneys of the 
United States in the State banks; and, also, as to 
the expediency of defining by law all contracts 
hereafter to be made with the Secretary, for the 
safe-keeping, management, and disbursement of 
the same. 

Mr. MARDIS said, that in submitting his views 
on the subject of the resolution, he did not feel 


| called upon to prove that the Treasury Depart- 


ment was an Executive department, or to consider 
whether the President of the United States has or 
has not been guilty of improper acts in relation to 
the Treasury. e knew that grave chargeg had 


| been brought against the President in reference to 


the transaction, but he did not think it incum- 
bent on him to undertake the vindication of the 
President from these charges. A long life, spent 
in the faithful service of his country, was the best 
and a sufficient answer to them. Neither should 
he institute an inquiry into the reasons of the Sec- 
retary for the removal of the public deposites from 
the United States Bank, nor into the several 
charges made agaihst the Bank of the United 
States. His views on these topics were sufficiently 
indicated by his recorded votes on the proposition 
sent to the Committee of Ways and Means. He 
had introduced this resolution on the thorough 
conviction that the public deposites would not be 
restored to the Bank of the United States, and 
that the Bank of the United States would not be 
rechartered. If he was right in this supposition, 
then it follows, as a necessary consequence, that 
some other depository of the public money must 
be sought for and regulated by law. Sir, (said 
Mr. M.,) am I right in these conclusion? I ask 
the House to refer to the state of public opinion 
on the subject of the bank in 1832. The subject, 
at that time, was not much agitated. We could 
learn the sense of the community through their 
representatives on this floor. Was not the gen- 
eral feeling of Congress and of the community 
then in favor of the bank? Is it not recollected 
that there was a decided majority in favor of 
renewing the charter of the bank? It was then 
thought an idle matter by some gentlemen to inves- 
tigate the concerns of the bank. The feelings of 
the House then corresponded with those of the 


| community. The people were then in favor of Is it true that the President of the 


«2. Usurious contracts relative to depreciated 
‘bank notes at the West. (Mr. Crarton read a 
part of the reported case in the Unied States 
| Supreme Court, Bank of the United States ys, 
| Owings et al., which proved, he said, a distinct 
case of usury; and there were many other instances 
in Ohio and Kentucky, involving nearly a miilion 
| dollars in each of those States.]} 

‘*3. The practice of compeiling borrowers to 
‘draw domestic bills at an usurious discount, in 
‘cases where simple loans of money were re- 
* quested. 

‘¢4, The non-user of charter from 1819 to 1829, 
‘in not issuing notes from the branches of the 
‘South and West. 

** 5. Building houses for rent. [Mr. C. con- 
tended that purchases of plantations, or any spec- 
ulations in real estate, were contrary to the char- 
ter. ; 
de, Of the capital stock there was not a due 
‘proportion of coin. [He said the Government 
deposites were $16,000,000; those of individuals 

,000,000; the circulation above $20,000,000. 
fo meet all these, they had not more than 
$7,000,000. } 

‘7. Foreigners voting for directors through 
trustees.’’ 

These charges were submitted to the House by 
the gentleman from Georgia, at the time when the 
ener to send a committee of investigation 
to Philadelphia was under consideration. Were 
these charges, sir, sustained ? The gentleman was 
a member of the committee, and heghad pledged 
himself to examine into the matter hat was 
his report? Why, that he had found all these 
allegations to be true. This report, in connection 
with another important document, was sentabroad 
to the people in every part ofthe country. It had 
everywhere aroused the public mind to a sense of 
the dangerous character of the institution. Does 
any one say that these charges are not sustained ? 
The gentleman assured thecountry that they were 
all made out. Last year the gentleman added 
another item to the list of charges. When the 

uestion was raised whether the Bank of. the 
United States was a safe depository of the public 
money, the —— said that it was not a safe 
depository. What was the result, sir, of all these 
investigations? The peopie of the United States 
sustained the bill of indictment which the gentle- 
man had filed. They had rendered their verdict 
upon it, both by the reélection of the President 
| and by the return of Representatives to this Hall. 
| He would ask gentlemen to look for a confirma- 
tion of the fact to the representation of New York, 
of Ohio, and of Pennsylvania. The charges of 
the gentleman from Georgia had been sustained 
by the people, and there was now ageneral feeling 
of hostility against the bank. The people had 
pronounced their verdict by sending to this House 
a decided majority against the bank. Now, he 
understood it to be the wish of the gentleman from 
Georgia to enter a nolle prosequi in the case. This 
may be considered as proper practice in the State 
of Georgia, but he doubted whether it was a prac- 
tice which would be found to prevail in any other 
State, even if it was the practice there. 

But, sir, am I not right in the conclusion that 
there bas been a great change of sentiment in rela- 
tion to the bank since 1832; that the bank will not 
be rechartered, and that the deposites will not be 
restored, unless there should occur some great and 
unexpected changein thepublicsentiment? But we 
are told by gentlemen that there is to be a great 
change of public sentiment. A great revolution is 
expected. The people are modestly told that they 
are laboring under a gross delusion on the subject, 
and that they are to be enlightened and freed from 
/atyrant’s grasp. By whom are they thus told? 
nited States 








rechartering the bank. Has any individual for- || alone has produced an entire revolution in public 
and the report of the Committee on Finance, was | gotten the state of feeling then exhibited in Con- |) sentiment? Would it not deprive the gentleman 


gress? Has any one forgotten the indictment 
against the bank then filed by the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. CLayton?] Has any one forgotten 
his predictions at the time? 1 have the charges 
before me, seven in number, and all of grave im- 
port. It now becomes a matter of great import- 
ance to see what they are. Mr. M. proceeded 
to read them, as follows: 

** 1. The illegal issue of seven millions of branch 
* bank orders as currency. 


| opinion last session without 


from Georgia, and the gentleman from Virginia, 
|| (Mr. Arcuer,] of much of thecredit due to them, 
| by attributing the change of popular sentiment 
|| wholly to the President? Did not the gentleman 
from Virginia, last year, tell the people that the 
| Bank of the United States was an unsafe depos- 
| itory of the public money? Will he now tell the 
| people who confided in him that he formed an 
per information? 
No. The nature of the evidence which he sent 
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out to the world would contradict any declaration 
of this kind. No, sir; he said that the public 
money wasunsefe in the Bank of the United States, 
because he honestly believed that it was unsafe. 
He acted, last year, on the fullest information, on 
the highest authority, and on his responsibility to 
his constituents. Now, sir, people do not usually 
apply twice to the same physician, first for a pre- 
scription, and then for relief from the operation of 
the prescription. The same doctors who brought 
the disease on the country now tell the people that 
they were deceived, and that their case was mal- 
treated. Will the people trust to them again? 
Will they not, at least, inquire something as to 
the individuals who offer to give them this new 
light? If,sir, (said Mr. M.,) I have misrepresented 
the past or present opinions of any of these gentle- 
men, I have done it unintentionally. If the people 
inquire who are the men that now propose the 
restoration of the deposites, they will find that 
some of them are the very men who, last year, 
recommended the removal of the deposites. Cer- 
tainly these gentlemen must then have intended to 
give a different destination to the deposites, when 
they wished to remove them from the Bank of the 
United States. 

But are these gentlemen now in favor of rechar- 
tering the bank? He believed not. He had heard 
from them no declaration to that effect. ier 
are in favor of restoring the deposites to a ban 
which they deem unconstitutional. 

Gentlemen say that they are in favor of restor- 
ing the deposites, because they wish to relieve the 
public distress. He would examine whether the 
measure would effect what it was designed to effect. 
If the removal of the deposites did all the injury, 
he would ask whether it would afford any relief to 
put them back? Would we not be obliged to pass 
through the same scene of suffering, ix: 1836, when 
the bank winds up? Taking their own assump- 
tions, he would ask gentlemen what would be the 
ccndition of the country at the expiration of the 
charter, and whether the restoration of the depos- 
ites, at this time, would afford any permanent 
relief. But it was not the trifling amount with- 
drawn from the bank which had shaken public 
confidence. The bank derived its credit mainly 
from the fact that it was the depository of the 
public money, coupled with the fact that the notes 
of the bank were made receivable in the payment 
of dues to the Government. If the restoration of 
the deposites afforded any present relief, it would 
bring upon the country fourfold distress at the 
expiration of the charter. 

ir, the fact, that the enemies of the bank are 
now uniting with its friends on the question of the 
deposites, is not calculated to produce a reaction in 
favor of the bank. In my opinion, (said Mr. M.,) 
it must have a directly contrary tendency. On one 
side, it was said by the friends of the ae that 
we cannot get along without a Bank of the United 
States; that the institution is essential to the exist- 
ence of the Republic. What was the view of the 
gentlemen who had now joined them? Why, they 
say the bank is unconstitutional and inexpedient, 
and that the happiness of the people and the sta- 
bility of our institutions depend upon the abolition 
of the bank. Is not this a singular contradiction 
of opinion? Doubtless they were honest in their 
opinions. But does it not fill the mind with aston- 
ishment to see men entertaining such opposite 
opinions voting together? The truth must be told 
here as well as elsewhere, and the people have a 
right to know these facts. 


But it was said that the rights of the bank were. 


to be restored by a restitution of the deposites, 
and that the President and the Secretary had been 
guilty of a gross violation of vested rights. Does, 
then, an unconstitutional law give such sanctity 
to vested rights that they cannot be disturbed? 
Do not gentlemen see that their theory is utterly 
put to flight when they assume that rights once 
vested can never be divested by any political 
power? 

These gentlemen had heretofore insisted that 
unconstitutional law was no law, and that a State 
could so declare it. In opposing the present course 


of the Executive they have entirely changed their ; 


sentiments on this point. We heard t deal 
said in the debates about magicians. Now, he 
apprehended that if one —_ the House had its 

- He apprehended 


magicians, the other had 


















| in their own management, they would better rep- || 


| having seized upon the purse-strings of the nation. | 





| ceeded to the order of the day.] 





that both parties had their leaders and wire-work- | Mr. THOMSON said, that on inquiry from the 


ers. Gentlemen on the other side, therefore, did | 
not so much object to the use of magic as to the | 
superior skill of the magicians opposed to them. | 


| They found that their own magicians were not of | 
| the order of Aaron, and they fear that the rods of |; 
| our magicians will swallow up all their reds. 


He | 
did not know whether his views on this eubject | 
corresponded with the views of any other gentle- | 
He certainly did not impeach the motives 
of any gentleman. He did not suppose that any 


| one in the House was disposed to legislate in refer- 
| ence to men. 
| people was not merely to put down one and put 


He knew that the object of the 


up another individual. Principle alone should and | 


| does govern a great majority of the people of this | 
country in all their sentiments on public topics. | 
| There could be no community of feeling between | 
| the people and men who suffer merely personal | 
| considerations to control their acts. 


The intelli- | 
gence of the people had, he thought, been under- || 
rated, and those politicians who predicated their | 
ourse upon the ignorance of the people would find | 


| themselves deceived in the results which they an- | 
| ticipated. 
— individuals who might profit by this sugges- | 
| would never suffer them to be sported with by | 


In the other end of the Capitol there | 
The people understand their rights, and | 


politicians for party purposes. If gentlemen should 
learn to put more confidence in the people and less || 


resent the interests of the people. 
Taking it for granted, then, (said Mr. M.,) that 


| the public deposites will not be restored to the | 
| Bank of the United States, and that the bank will | 
| not be rechartered, I now come to the main object || 


of the resolution. The President is charged with | 


is there any one so ignorant as to believe this to || 

be true? 
These gentlemen wished to convey the idea that || 

the President has attempted to corrupt the people | | 

by his use of the public moneys. 

an individual on th 

people would never believe it; for it was not true. || 


effect of giving the President any new powers over || 
the public treasure? Had the Presidentattempted | 
the exercise of any new power? 


Here the remarks of Mr. Maropis were broken 





consideration of resolutions; and the House pro- || 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- || 
munication, as ordered by the House, from the 
Secretary of War, with the. report and survey 
made of a railroad route from the Hudson river to 
the Portage Summit Level of the Ohio canal; which 
= pie to the Committee on Roads and 

anals. 


A bill to provide for the payment of certain rev- 


and final passage. 

Mr. SMITH moved that it should be postponed | 
until Tuesday next, in consequence of the absence, 
from indisposition, of Mr. Franxuin Pierce, who | 
wished to submit his views upon it. 

Mr. MARSHALL said it was important that | 
the bill should be acted upon. 

Mr. VANDERPOEL inquired if it was in order 
to move to postpone the bill indefinitely? 

7 SPEAKER said the motion was not in 
order. 

Mr. WISE remarked that a number of his con- 
stituents were interested in the passage of the bill, | 
and he hoped it would not be delayed on account | 
of the absence of one member. 





delay that was asked. This was due as an actof | 
courtesy, and would not prevent the discussion of 
the principles involved in the bill. 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, advocated 
the postponement under the circumstances; which 
finally was carried. 





The bill to render more permanent the mode for | 
supplying the Army of the United States, having | 


been taken up for its third reading, 


Secretary of War, he had ascertained that these 
clerks had not been taken from the line, but were 
placed on the same footing as other clerks, and that 
the service required the proposed number. 

Mr. VANCE eulogized the present mode of 
supplying the army as more economical than the 
mode heretofore adopted; and he contended that, 
as the commissariat department had thrown upon 
it, in addition to the duties formerly required from 
it, the labor and trouble of supplying the Indians, 
there was nothirg improper in asking for an in- 
creased force. He could testify, from hie own 
knowledge, that the clerks were most laboriously 
employed, and that more competent persons were 
not employed in any other department. The 
House should bear in mind the numerous and 
heavy defalcations that formerly took place, whilst 
now there was not an instance of a single cent 
being lost. 

After a few remarks in opposition from Mr. 
McKAY, which were not heard by the reporter— 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON insisted upon the advan- 
tages, in a pecuniary point of view, to be gained 
by employing competent persons to discharge the 
various duties of the Government. He could per- 
ceive no force in the objections to the increased 
number of clerks in the commissariat service. Was 
not the head of that department (Colonel Gibson) 
a ian whose integrity was not questioned, and 
who accounted, as he was obliged to account, for 


| every single cent that passed through his hands? 


From what he knew of the service, he was only 
surprised that the business could be so well done, 


/ and at so moderate an expense. 


Mr. BLAIR, of South Carolina, moved to 
recommit the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WILDE submitted an amendment— 

With instructions to divide the two distinct sub- 
jects contained in this bill, and to report a bill for 
each, inserting in both a clause limiting the con- 


There was not || tinuance thereof to three years, and until the end 
is floor who believed it. The | of the next session of Cengress thereafter. 


Mr. H. EVERETT proposed to recommit the 


Does the simple removal of deposites produce the | bill to the Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr. MILLER and Mr. WARD objected to the 


| recommitment. 


The question to recommit, with the amendment 


| proposed by Mr. Wixpe, was then put, and de- 
off by the expiration of the hour assigned to the || cided in the negative: Ayes 60, noes 82. 


And the motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs prevailed. 


The bill making appropriations for certain forti- 


|| fications for the year 1835, was then taken up; 


| and the question being, Shall this bill pass? 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. McDUFFIE said that he regretted he hed 
been prevented by indisposition from hitherto at- 


| tending to the progress of this bill through the 
| House, for if he had been well, he would have 


| tions. 


| objected to many of the items contained in it, as 


, : : : : ev- || it made appropriations for four or five new fortifi- 
olutionary claims, coming up for its third reading || 


” 


cations. ‘Two years ago he had announced his 
intention to oppose, in future, all such appropria- 
He would now, in the spirit of perfect 
frankness, and in order to have a free discussion 
upon this subject, move to recommit the bill to 


| the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. There were appropriations for four new 


| fortifications in the present bill, which hed not 


been appropriated for until last year, but it was 


| not too late to correct the error, in having made 


them, 
| Mr. BARRINGER was decidedly opposed to 


| any new fortifications being made. 


He had ex- 


| amined the bills making appropriations for the last 
| year, and none had been made except for what 





; | might be considered preliminary measures to their 
Mr. MASON thought that the friends of the || 


bill would not suffer any injury in acceding to the || 


being erected. He deprecated the inconsistency 
of making appropriations for fortifications, whilst 
| the House had uniformly declined making appre- 
| priations large enough to man them, or have them 
| sufficiently armed. The report on this subject, 
| formerly presented by Mr. Graydon, demonstra- 
| ted clearly that the sums usually appropriated for 
| that purpose would not accomplish it in forty 
| years. Why, then, add to their number? 

Mr. POLK insisted that there were no appro- 


| priations in the present bill for any place for which 


Mr. WILDE objected to the increased number | there had not been previous appropriations made 


of clerks employed in the commissariat service | by the House. He looked to the three bills 
i during the last session, and he there found 


under the bill. 


ed 
the 
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places now designated as new, were appropriated | less to expect any great or beneficial results from 


for. He could state that the committee who re- || 
ported the bill had duly considered the subject, and || 
in answer to their application for information, they || 
had received a special communication from the 
Secretary of War, which he would beg to have 
read by the Clerk, and satisfied the committee of 
the propriety of the course they pursued. He 
found that there was an appropriation made of | 
,000 for the fort on George’s Island, Boston | 
arbor. There were also appropriations made for || 
a fort on Throg’s Neck, New York. Ifthe gea- || 
eral argument was to be brought up on the policy || 
of our system of fortifications, that is a different | 
question. It might be that the system was too || 
much extended. But, taking the appropriations |, 
now proposed, in the aggregete, he believed that | 
they did not exceed those of former years. He 
desired the reading of some of the communications 
from the Secretary of War in relation to several of 
the forts and fortifications in progress. He could 
eee no reason for discontinuing the present policy | 
in regard to this system, and if it was to be con- 
tinued, the appropriations were proper and neces- 
eary. 
Mr. McDUFFIE said it had been the determin- 
ation of Congress not to make appropriations for 
new fortifications. The items appropriated last | 
year must have passed sub silentio. They did not 
meet his eye. He was not in favor of abolishing 
the fortification system. The fortifications of the | 
firet order were already finished, and there was no 
use in continuing to build fortifications which we 
could neither man nor equip. He adverted also 
to the necessity of economy and retrenchment as 
another reason for discontinuing the approupri- 
ations. The next year we should hardly be abie 
to meet our necessary expenses. He made the 
proposition to recommit the bill with a view to || 
attempt to amend it, and not from any unkind or | 
unfair spirit towards the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, or to the Administration; but it seemed | 
that he could do nothing without exposing himself 
to the charge of acting from hostility to the Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. POLK explained that he had not intimated 
or supposed that the gentleman’s motion had arisen | 
from hostility to the Committee of Ways and || 
Means, or the Administration. He added that the 
fortifications embraced in the bill, belonged to the 
regular system which we had adopted, and by dis- 
continuing the appropriations now, we should lose 
what we had already expended on them. 

Mr. SELDEN spoke in reference to the im- 
portance of continuing the appropriations for the 
defence of the harbor of New York. 

Mr. WAYNE replied to the views of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, and showed that he 
was in error in the supposition that the appropri- 
ations now called for exceeded those of former 

ears. 

Mr. GORHAM opposed the motion to recom- | 
mit the bill, and contended that the appropriatiwus 
proposed for Boston harbor were essential to its || 
defence. The inner harbor was well protected; 
but the outer harbor was wholly defenceless. To 


! 


| 
| 


this day, though the United States have made Bos- |, 
ton the grand naval depot of the eastern States, 
the Government has done nothing towards the 
defence of the outer harbor. The last place which |) 
the Government should abandon was this import- || 
ant depot of their naval strength, and he was only 
surprised that it had not been fortified before. The 
estimates were not, in his opinion, too high. 

Mr. HALL, of North Carolina, said he should 
vote for the recommitment, not, perhaps, precisely 
for the eame reasons that some others did, but be- | 
cause he was really and thoroughly aretrenchment | 
man; and in saying this he meant not the slightest | 
reflection on anyone. But gentlemen had spoken | 
of retrenchment. He was willing to go with them, | 
not only upon this bill—this particular case—but | 
all others where it was proper. He would go with | 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Sripen] to | 
the Blue Book, as he had alluded to thatasa proper | 
object. Mr. H. said this wasa very good ground | 
to stand upon, It might not be critically correct | 
to say a good ground on which to raise a super- | 
structure of retrenchment, but it was a good ground | 
to stand upon to carry into effect very large re- | 
trenchments. But he would tell the gentleman || 
that it was very inadequate. Lt was entirely use- | 


| House, the utter futility of attempting to lop off 


of the public money, without serious embarrass- 
ment tothe Treasury. He would vote for the bill, 


| pended in the State of New York, which he had 


| appropriation for the harbor of Boston, or the 
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attempting to cut off a little here and a little there. 
He had learned from long experience and obser- 
vation, through a term of between fifteen and 
twenty years that he had been a member of the 


the branches piecemeal; the only remedy was to 
go at once to the main body of the evil. Reduce 
the revenue; chis was the only remedy. Sir, (said 
he,) lL am willing to lop off the branches as I go 
along, but I am for going to the source of the evil, 
to the body and soul of the mischief. And, I re- 
peat, that I am convinced, from what I have seen 
and experienced, that, so long as we have a sur- 
plus revenue, we shall continue to scramble for and 
apply it to purposes many of them entirely valu- 
less Or mischievous. Ags to the bill now under 
consideration, he had said he should vote for the 
recommitment, because he believed that many (he 
would by no means say all) of the objects were 
entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. HARPER, of Pennsylvania, contended that 
the appropriation proposed in the bill for the forts 
on the Delaware were necessary. There was at 
this time no point of defence on the approach to 
Philadelphia. The whole range of the Delaware 
was unprotected. The old fort had fallen into 
ruins. Last year its rebuilding was commenced, 
and to stop the appropriation now would be to ex- 
pose the city of Philadelphia to be laid in ashes at 
any moment by an enterprising enemy. 

Mr. BROWN said, he was willing to give his 
vote for the bill under consideration, if the state 
of the revenue would admit such an expenditure 


not because a portion of the money was to be ex- 


the honor, in part, to represent upon this floor; 
nor would he vote for it because it contained an 


mouth of the Delaware: but he would do so be- 
cause it was a part of our great system of public 
defence, provided and projected for the security 
and defence of the whole country. Before he did 
vote for the bill, however, he ieond be glad to 
have some information from honorable gentlemen 
upon the Committee of Ways and Means, as to 
the probable state of the revenue. We had been 
admonished by the President, in his annual mes- 
sage, to be cautious of making unnecessary appro- 
peaeees of the public money. Our revenue laws 
ad undergone a very recent, and a very impor- 
tant change, and the effect of such change upon 
the treasury was the subject of uncertainty if not 
anxiety. 
He (Mr. B.) therefore thought that the sugges- 
tions which had fallen from the honorable gentle- 


| man from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie,] en- 


titled to the serious corsideration of the House. 
If there was to be any considerable falling off in 
the receipts of the revenue for the coming year, he 


| thought this very bill, above all others, making 


appropriation, should be drawn with reference to 


| that deficiency; and before he was called upon to 
| vote for its final passage, he ho 


that the House 
would be put in possession of the views of the 


| Committee of Ways and Means upon the subject 
| of the revenue for the coming year. 


Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, admitted 
that there had been an understanding that works 


| of the second class should be discontinued, but 


there had been no understanding, express or im- 
plied, that works of the first class should be aban- 


'doned. The representatives of Massachusetts 


would never have assented to any understanding 
that the outer harbor of Boston should be left de- 
fenceless. Thegreat points on our coast were the 
mouth of the Mississippi, Philadelphia, New York, 
and Boston. These were the four great points, 
and the last point had not been defended. Fort 
Independence, in the inner harbor, was not built 
by the United States. It was built one hundred 
and fifty years ago, under the Colonial Govern- 
ment. He was in favor of retrenchment, and would 
always aid his friend from South Carolina in effect- 
ing it. But he did not think that the work of re- 
trenchment ought to be commenced by abandoning 
the defences of one of the most important and 
exposed points on our coast. 

On motion, 

The House then adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 


Tauaspar, February 20, 1834. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Donzxson, his Private 
Secretary. 

Mr. CHAMBERS rose to say, that many mem- 
bers of the Senate had a duty of a painful charac- 
ter to perform to-day, which would necessaril 
take them from their seats. He alluded to the 
funeral of the Hon. Wirt1am Wirt. He was 
not authorized, by any usage or precedent, to offer 
anything to the Senate on the occasion, but, in 
consideration of the many distinguished public 
and private virtues of the deceased, and in order 
to give the members of the Senate an opportu- 
nity of paying the last token of respect to his 
memory, he moved that the Senate adjourn; 
whereupon. 

The ae adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspar, February 20, 1834. 
After the reading of the Journal, Mr. MASON, 
of Virginia, rose and said: - 
Mr. Speaker: Sir, it has become my melan- 
choly duty to advert to a recent dispensation which 
has deprived the bar and the country of one of the 
greatest ornaments of both: I allude to the death 
of Wittiam Wirt! The funeral ceremony takes 
place this day; and it is the wish of many mem- 
bers of this House to pay that tribute of respect to 
his memory which all feel to be due—the accom- 
panying of his mortal remains to the tomb. It is 
not my intention to pronounce an eulogium, an 
unnecessary eulogium on the deceased, but I may 
be permitted to speak of his urbanity of manners, 
his fidelity to his friendship, his gentleness of dis- 
position, his benevolence of heart, and of those 
eminent literary attainments which have shed so 
bright a lustre on this country. 
lt is due to the exalted merits, to the virtues, 

and to the purity of mind and heart of the lament- 
ed and illustrious dead, that some signal mark of 
public respect should be awarded to hisname. To 
us, in Virginia, where the prime of his life was 
passed, and where his example can have, ag it 
has had, the most beneficent effects, the honor 
rendered to him wiil be the more peculiarly grati- 
fying. : 

a Me. Speaker, I move, sir, that the House do now 
adjourn. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 


Fawar, February 21, 1834. 

A message “eee executive business was re- 
ceived from the President of the United States, by 
Mr. Done son, his Private Secretary. 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented a memorial from 
the town of Trenton and its vicinity, signed by 
four hundred and twenty-three individuals; an- 
other from the township of Howell, signed by up- 
wards of three hundred citizens; and a third from 
Burlington county, signed by two thousand seven 
hundred and eighty-five voters, against the re- 
moval of the deposites from the Bank of the Uni- 
ted States; which, after some remarks from Mr. 
|| Sourmarp, were read, referred to the Committee 

on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINS presented the proceedings of 
upwards of 1,000 citizens of Pittsburg and its vicin- 
Wy opposed to the domination of the Bank of the 

nited States, and friendly to the measures of the 

Administration in relation to that institution. The 

resolutions as passed declared that the Bank of the 

United States is an institution exercising powers 

and extending an influence which, if not arrested, 
;| Must eventually greatly endanger, if not totally 
| overthrow our free system of Government. The 

proceedings were read, referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINS presented the memorial of the 
two local banks in Pittsburg, — the inter- 
ference of Congress to restore the public deposites 
to the Bank of the United States; upon which a 
similar order was made. ao Y 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented a similar memorial 
signed by six hundred and forty-six citizens of 








1834. 
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mom of Benjamin Ogden, the represent- 








ee 


Portland, Maine, and moved the usual reference, 
and that it be printed. 

















United States, in him they wereall eminently com- | 
dined. 





i | William Williams, deceased, was recom- 
Also, the proceedings of a town meeting of But it is not my purpose to pronounce his eulogy. || mitted to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Bangor, Maine, and a memorial signed by three |, That pleasing task has been assigned to abler hands, | PUBLIC DEPOSITES. 

hundred citizens of that town, of the same tenor || and to a more suitable occasion. He wil! there | 


as the above. 

After the memorials were read, a protracted dis- 
cussion ensued, which continued till four o’clock; 
in which Messrs. SPRAGUE, SHEPLEY, FOR- 
SYTH, and CHAMBERS, participated—when 
Mr. W EBSTER rose, and after expressing a wish | 
to make some remarks, moved an adjournment; 
but, on the suggestion of Mr. POINDEXTER, 


The House resumed the consideration of the 


be presented in other, though not less interesting following resolution, offered by Mr. Mannie, of 
. , 


lights. As the penetrating delineator of manners ‘Alohemeens 

and character in the British Spy; as the biographer Resoloed Tied thé Contiaittes of Wave end 
ak Soorek Haney, Semnaten % the young sen.4t | Means be instructed to inquire into the ox edi- 
your native Commonwealth; as the friend and de- | f . bill qai che Beneet P : 
light of the social circle; as the husband and father || as Ra eeeeaniee , Stoel tn eee 7 Aes 

in the bosom of a happy, but now most afilicted || [70.04 Batre ; a ane Gains eee y a 
family; in all these characters | have known, ad- || 2 es oe Bae, SBS, Ae, 








withdrew it; and after a short time spent in exec- 
utive business, 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frwar, February 21, 1834. 


Before the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings 
had been read, 


Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, addressed the 





Speaker as follows: 


Mr. Speaker: A rule of this House directs that || 
the Speaker shall examine and correct the Journal | 
before it is read. I therefore now rise, not to || 
make a motion, nor to offer a resolution, but to 
ask the unanimous consent of this House to ad- 
dress to you a few words, with a view to an addi- | 
tion which I wish to be made to the Journal, of 
the adjournment of the House yesterday. 

The Speaker, | presume, would not feel himself || 
authorized to make the addition in the Journal 
which | propose, without the unanimous consent 
of the House; and I therefore now propose it be- 
fore the reading of the Journal. 

lask that, after the statement of the adjourn- 
ment of the House, there be added to the Journal 
words, importing that it was to give the Speaker 
and members of the Ilouse the opportunity of 





| manner proposed by the gentleman from Massa- 





attending the funeral obsequies of William Wirt. 

__ At the adjournment of the House on Wednes- 
‘day, I did not know what the arrangements were, 
or gould be, for that mournful ceremony. 
{ known them, I should have moved a postponed 





adjournment, which would have enabled us to 


join in the duty of paying the‘last tribute of re- 
spect to the remains of a man who was an orna- 
ment of his country and of human nature. 

The customs of this and of the other House of 
Congress warrant the suspension of their daily 
labors in the public service, for attendance upon 
funereal rites, only in cases of the decease of their 
own members. To extend the usage further might 
be attended with inconvenience asa precedent, nor 
should I have felt myself warranted in asking it 
upon any common occasion. 

Mr. Wirt had never been a member of either 
House of Congress. But if his form in marble, or 
his portrait upon canvas, were placed within these 
walls, a suitable inscription for it would be that of 
the statue of Moliere, in the Hall of the French 
Academy—*‘ Nothing was wanting to his glory. 
He was wanting to ours.”’ 

Mr. Wirt had never been a member of Congress; 
but for & period of twelve years, during two suc- 
cessive administrations of the National Goverr- 
ment, he had been the official and confidential ad- 
viser, upon all questions of law, of the Presidents 
of the United States; and he had discharged the 
duties of that station entirely to the satisfaction of 
those officers and of the country. No member of 
this House needs to be reminded how important 
are the duties of the Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States, nor risk I contradiction in affirming, 
that they were never more ably or more faithfully 
discharged than by Mr. Wirt. 

If a mind stored with all the learning appropri- 
ate to the profession of the law, and decorated with 
all the elegance of classical literature; if a spirit 
imbued with the sensibilities of a lofty patriotism, 
and chastened by the meditations of a profound 
philosophy; if a brilliant imagination, adiscerning 
intellect, a sound judgment, an indefatigable capa- 
city, and vigorous energy of application, vivified 
with an ease and rapidity of elocution, copious 
without redundance, and select without affectation; 
if all these, united with a sportive vein of humor, 
an inoffensive temper, and an angelic purity of 
heart—if all these, in their combination, are the 
qualities suitable for an Attorney General of the 





Had | 





| pose to the Journal of yesterday’s adjournment, 
| would be such a notice. 


mired, and loved him; and now, witnessing, from | 
the very windows of this Hall, the last act of | 
piety and affection over hisremains, I have felt as | 
if this House could scarcely fulfil its high and | 
honorable duties to the country which he had | 
served, without some slight, be it but a transient, 
notice of his decease. The addition which I pro- 


It would give his name 
an honorable place on the recorded annals of his 
country, in a manner equally simple and expres- 
sive. I will only add, that, while 1 feel it pecu- 


liarly incumbent upon me to make this proposal, || 


I am sensible that it is nota fit subject for debate; 
and, if objected to, | desire you to consider it as 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said, that according to the sixth 
rule of the House, it was the duty of the Chair to 
examine and correct the Journal before it was | 
read. It had been examined, and, according to | 
the rule, was now to beread. But it was compe- 
tent for the House to revise and correct it, in the 


chusetts. The Journal now reads: 


‘*Tuurspay, February 20, 1834. 

** The House met according to adjournment; and 
after reading the Journal of the preceding day, 

**On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, 

‘* Ordered, That the House adjourn until to- 
morrow, twelve o’clock, meridian.’” 

The CHAIR was not authorized to make any 
correction of it. If there was no objection, and if 
it was the pleasure of the House, the Chair would 
amend the Journal according to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

An objection having been made by a member, 

Mr. BLAIR, of South Carolina, asked if there 
were no means by which the objection could be 
obviated. 

The SPEAKER said it was competent for the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to submit his mo- 





| tion; but he had understood him to say that he 


should withdraw the motion, if an objection should | 


be made to it. 
Mr. PARKER said that it was a matter of fact 


that the House did adjourn to enable the members | 


to attend the funeral of Mr. Wirt. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS had hoped, he said, that no 
objection would be offered to the proposition. But 
as the objection seemed not to be sustained by the 


| sense of the House, he would move that the | 
| Journal be altered so as to read as follows: 


“‘ The House met pursuant to adjournment; and 
after the reading of the Journal of the proceedings 
of yesterday, 

**On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, and 
for the purpose of affording the Speaker and the 
members of this House an opportunity of attend- 
ing the funeral obsequies of Wittiam Wirt, de- 
ceased, it was 

‘* Ordered, That the House do adjourn.”” 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
M. Gelston, executor of William Gelston, de- 
ceased; which was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of George Taylor 
and Betsy Taylor. Read twice, and committed. 

Mr. HARPER, of New Hampshire, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making 
appropriations for the erection of two custom- 
houses in Massachusetts. Read twice, and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of William G. Davis and Mary Ann, 
his wife; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. CARR, 





to the expediency of defining by law all contracts 
hereafter to be made with the Secretary for the 
ante heeping, management, and disbursement, of 
the same. 


Mr. MARDIS resumed his remarks, which had 


'| been suspended by the expiration of the hour on 
|| Tuesday. He was defending (he said) the Presi- 
| dent of the United States from the charge of having 


seized upon the purse of the nation, and had advert- 
ed to the fact that he could not take one cent from 
the Treasury withoutan appropriation by law. 
But we were told that, although he would not take 
it for his own purposes, yet he might seize upon 
it with a view to corrupt the people, to manage 
elections, and to control public sentiment. The 
act, it was said, was unauthorized on the part of 


| the Secretary, and was prompted to him by the 


President of the United States. Now, sir, (said 





| jection offered to the act of the Secretary. 
| said, thathis power of removing the deposites was 


Mr. M.,) I had promised, at the commencement 
of my remarks, not to institute any inquiry into 
the reasons given by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; but I trust it will not be considered as a 
breach of that promise, if I look at the — ob- 
t was 


limited in its operation to a removal, solely in case 
the deposites should be considered as unsafe in the 
Bank of the United States. The Secretary, it was 
contended, had only to look to the safety of the 
deposites, and beyond that he could not go; and 
it was said that this was a just inference from the 
words of the charter, taking one clause with an- 
other. But he would refer to another provision of 





the charter, which would completely overthrow 
this position. 1t was conceded also by the friends 
of the bank, that there were ample inducements 
and reasons for the removal of the deposites, else 
why would they intrench themeelves behind this 
argument? The provision of the charter under 
which the Secretary exercised the power, author- 
ized him to remove the deposites from the bark, 
‘* until otherwise ordered.”” This power was con- 
ferred for some purpose. Any power, it was 
argued, which was given to the Secretary, must 
have been given for the purpose of securing the 
publicrevenue. Now, if he proved that the power 





| bank be most endangered ? 


given would be no such security, the argument 
must fall to the ground. 

The SPEAKER here stated, that it was not in 
| order to refer to any arguments used by members 
| in a debate gone by. 
| Mr. MARDIS said, he should confine himself 
| to objections generally made to the act of the Sec- 
| retary. At what time would the deposites in the 
Assuredly not in time 


of universal prosperity—not when the bank was 


entirely sound. hen would the deposites be 
endangered? When, he answered, public con- 
fidence was lost in the institution, when it refused 
specie for its notes, then they would beunsafe. if 
this was true in point of fact, for what purpose was 
thesixteenth section inserted in the charter? Would 
it not be a strange proceeding to withdraw the 
deposites, when, at the same time, we continued to 
receive the notes of the bank in payment of dues 
to the Government? Would the withdrawal of the 
deposites be any security, when the very paper, 
the depreciation of which led to the removal, was 
still received at the Treasury? Would any ad- 
ditional security be given the Government by 
depositing the notes in the State banks? Would 
not the removal! of the deposites, under such cir- 
cumstances, be altogether nugatory, and fail to 
effect the purpose of securing their safety? But 
has the Secretary the diacretionary power of re- 
fusing to receive the notes of the Bank of the 
United States in payment of dues to the Govern- 
ment? He has not; and yet it was said that 
the provision in the charter was intended to be 
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operative only when the ee the || tion, we are told that we cannot get rid of it. We 


deposites as unsafe in the bank. Then, sir, if the 
Secretary has the right to remove the deposites 
for other reasons then the belief that they are un- 
safe, does not the main argument which is urged 
against the act of the Secretary, fail entirely of 
effect? 


} 


Has there been no cause for the act of the Sec- | 
retary? There had been abundant cause, and he | 
contended that the existence of adequate causes | 


have been conceded by the argument used on the 
other side. The President hed fulfilled the expect- 
ations of the country, and we have strong evidence 


on our tables that the voice of the people, from | 


Then 


Maine to Louisiana, concurs in the act. 


the President had been guilty of no usurpation of | 
authority, and of no wanton abuse of power. But | 


ie it true that he is desirous to retain the discretion 


duty? Is any individual desirous of enabling the 


Secretary of the Treasury to retain any control of | 
From his humble station | D I 
|| were receivable in payments to the Government? | 


the subject? Not one. 
in the Government, he had but little intercourse 
with those to whose hands the administration of 
our affairs was confided; but he had never heard 
any intimation from any one that the discretion 
aseumed by the Secretary should remain to him. 
He would ask gentlemen on the other side to go 
with us in putting this question at rest. But, sir, 
it ie said, that though it is desirable to change 
the destination of the public deposites, and though 
the country may desire to get rid of the Bank 
of the United States, yet such is the present 
condition of things, that it is impracticable. We 


are told that, owing to the peculiar organiza- || 


‘imposed upon him in the honest discharge of his | 


tion of the banking system, and the influence | 


which the Bank of the United States is capable 
of exercising, and does exercise, it is impossi- 
ble that the country can do without the agency 
of the Bank of the United States. We are told 


that this bank is necessary to enable the people of | 


the country to receive the reward of their labor. 
We are told, in a word, that the enterprise and 
industry of the country are in the hands of this 
inetitotion. How is this made manifest? They 


say that the bank understands the interests of the || 


country so well, knows so well the places where, | unication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


at particular seasons, capital is required, and has 
such facilities through her branches, that it is able 


to shift its capital from one place to another, to || 
meet the emergencies of the business community. || 
If the bank || 


Now, sir, carry out this argument. 
controls the enterprise and industry of the coun- 
try, it can also control the election of the country. 


whether, if at some future day, when its friends 
and enemies came into conflict, it would not put 
down its foes and uphold its friends? 


control an election by the same means by which | 


it could control the wishes of the people and the 
sentiments of this House at the present time. 


oe ge a ae 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Feb. 21, 








| are told that the country can establish no institu- 


| 


| 


tion which will supply the place of the bank. Do | 
|| we contemplate, say they, a leagueof local banks? | 


| No. 
National bank. 


federated banks, would be as dangerous to the lib- 


erties of the people as a National bank. No such | 
| thing as a confederation of banks was contended | 
for. [t was required from each bank to perform the | 


daties now performed by the United States Bank, 
and if each bank does its duty the duties will be as 


efficiently performed by them as they can be by the | 
didtes Bank. What was to prevent them | 


United 
from transferring their funds from one part of the 


country to another? Had they not the same facil- | 


ities? What had given the United States Bank the 
universal credit and currency of its notes? Was 


it not these two circumstances, that it was backed || 


by the Government deposites, and that its notes 


| Suppose the same advantages to be extended to the 
es arte te banks, in what would their facilities 
fall short of those enjoyed by the United States 


Bank? If the notes of the branch bank at Mobile | 


were good in New York, is it because the bank is 
more solvent or better managed than the State 
bank of Alabama? 
were true, the preponderance was in favor of the 
State institution. Each pays specie; why then is 
the paper of the Bank of Alabama less current 
| than that of the branch bank of Mobile? Simply 
because the paper of the branch bank is receivable 
in payment of the public revenue. So the branch 
bank at Charleston and Savannah had a circula- 
tion throughout thecountry. But if the same facil- 
ities were extended: by law to local banks in those 
cities, in what respect would the credit of their 
notes differ from those of the branch banks? 


| [Here Mr. M. was compelled to suspend his 


remarks, without concluding, in consequence of 


the expiration of the hour—the House having 
refused to suspend the rule.] 


The SPEAKER presented to the House a com- 


|| with an account of contracts made in 1833 for 


It could || 


| 


is not the assumption on the part of the frjends | 


of the bank at war with the liberties of the people? 
If the existence of the bank is necessary to the 
industry and enterprise of the country, then all is 
lost. Its power is without compass, and is already 
extended beyond the control of the people. 


the power attributed to it, it had not yetsucceeded 
in the attempt. He thought its friends were mis- 


taken in the belief that the enterprise and industry | 


of the country were dependantupon it. He would 
ask the sugar-planter of Louisiana in what manner 
he was out for his produce. Nine-tenths of the 
sugar of Louisiana was paid for in money of the 
local banks. The cotton-growers of Mississippi 
will tell you that for nine tenths of their cotton 
they were paid in notes of the local banks. He 
would appeal to any one who was conversant with 
the course of businessin Alabama, to say whether 
the sale of the cotion crops in that State depended 
upon the branch of the United States Bank at 
Mebile. Nine-tenths of the money paid for cot- 
ton in Alabama was paid in local bank paper. 


One thing, he thought, was plain, that at what- | 


But, | 
though doubtless the bank was anxious to acquire | 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 


i} 


'f it can force a recharter now, he would ask, | 


light-houses, &c.; which was laid on the tabie, 
and ordered to be printed. 


The House went into Committee of the Whole 


(Mr. Connor in the chair) on sundry private || 


bills. 

A bill to compensate Susan Decatur and others, 
| whose claims have been so long before che House, 
| was taken up and considered. 
| Mr. PATTON detailed the circumstances under 
| which Commodore Decatur performed the gallant 
_exploit—first projected by himself, and carried 
/into effect with a party of volunteers from the 

squadron of Commodore Preble in the Mediter- 
_ranean—to enter the harbor of Tripoli, in 1804, 
| where he succeeded in destroying the United States 
| frigate Philadelphia, which had been previously 
| captured by that Power, and was lying « a chor, 
_ pretected by the batteries of the harbor, |iaving 
eulogized the exploit as one that more than any 
_ other had raised the character of the American flag, 
| he advocated the claims of the persons engaged 
in it and their representatives to the bounty of the 
| nation. 
| [The bill grants $100,000, to be paid in the fol- 


lowing proportions: 


| To Mrs. Decatur, and the widows of 


| To the widow of Commodore Preble. .$5,000 00 } 


the officers in the first claes........31,412 42 
| To the officers in the second class, their 


| equal proportions of........+.«++++12,564 96 


| To the officers of the third class. .....14,958 28 


|, To the persone in the fourth class... ..12,215 93 
To the persons in the fifth class......11,074 89 | 


To the sixth class, consisting of forty- 


If all the news he had heard | 


We cannot, then, it is said, make the local || 
banks perform all the operations required from a | 
It was said, too, that the power || 
which, to be efficient, must be confided to the con- | 








| 
| 














| 
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ever point there was a demand for capital, there || mitted by Mr. P., and described in strong colors | 
it would be brought; and he thought it would be || the advantages that resulted to the United States, | 
much better to leave the transfer of capital to || the Barbary Powers having been inspired with | 


individua! segacity and enterprise than to create || sich dread by the gallantry of the exploit, that th 


such a tremendous engine as the United States || they immediately sued for peace, and thus the 
commerce of the country was protected from dep- |' 
But, desirable as it is to get rid of this institu- ’: redations to which it had long been subjected. 


Bank to do it. 


Mr. CRANE thought the claims just, under 
the circumstances — which the various prize 
acts had beer! usually passed, to reward the gal- 
lantry of our ,seamen; but he objected to tha 
mode of distribution, and contended that it should 
be made in conformity to that adopted in former 


acts. 

Mr. PARKER thought that this claim was not 
one of law, so much as it was of equity, and 
which, being founded solely on an appeal to their 
honor and generosity, the House had therefore 
the right to apportion the amount to be given, in 
such a manner as they should conceive the respec- 
tive parties had deserved it. 

Mr. CHILTON said, he had for years opposed 
these claims, and he felt still compelled to do so, 
by a czns: of what he felt due to his constituents; 
and he knew that the late Commander Decatur, 
if now alive, would not have presented any claim, 
but would have been satisfied with what he valued 
above all other things—the fame and distinction he 


| had acquired. 


On motion of Mr. HAWES, the committee 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again. 

The House suspended the rules to permit Mr. 
WHITTLESEY tosubmita motion, granting the 
use of the Hall to the Temperance Society, on 
Tuesday evening next: Ayes 98, noes 19. 

Which motion having prevailed— 

Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana, remarked, that 
as the natal day of Wasnincton ought to be kept 
by every patriot, he would ask a similar favor, for 
the House to suspend its rules, to enable him to 
submit a motion, that when the House should 
adjourn, it should adjourn over until Monday. 

he House suspended the rules for that pur- 
pose: Ayes 114, noes 7; and the motion being 
agreed to, 

The House adjourned. 





The excitement in Upper Canadaagainst | 
the Provincial Assembly, for their arbitrary 
course towards Mr. McKenzie, contine@s 
to increase, and the Assembly remains 
obstinate. Since his last expulsion, on the 
same ground of objection as the four pre- 
ceding, every motion favorable to his right 
to a seat has been voted down. Some of 
the people of his district—the county of 
York—indignant at this persevering exclu- 
sion of their representative, have copied 
some of the temper of the English, on the 
Reform Question, and determined to pay 
no taxes. This they effect peacably, by 
refusing to appoint a collector or assessor 
of taxes. In the township of King, at the 
regular meeting of the 6th ult., the deter- 
mination to refuse to appoint the taxing 
officers was universal. One man dissented, 
but he subsequently joined in an address 
to Mr. McKenzie. The matter, if followed 
up in this spirit, must produce serious 
consequences.-—Balt. American. 











Specie.—The packet ship Erie, daily 
expected from Havre, has on board a large 


|| amount of specie,——how large, we cannot 


ascertain, but the shipments were only 
suspended by the refusal of the under- 
writers in Havre, to insure any further 
amount. The balance was then sent on 
board the Albany, which ship was also 


|| two seamen and marines.........++12,773 52) || expected to have on board all that could 
Mr. GRAYSON concurred in the views sub- || be insured.—JV. Y. Jour. Com. 





Famine prevails to such an extent in 
e Crimea, that two villages in the neigh- 
thood of Odessa, have been entirely 
ceserted by their inhabitants. 
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